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The  livestock  and  meat  industry  coii5)rises  one  of  the  most  important 
basic-industries  in  California*  Variations  in  production  and  distri- 
bution practices  exist  because  of  wide  differences  in  climatic  and 
topographic  conditions  throughout  the  State,  vfhile  population  distri- 
bution, availability  of  feed,  and  other  factors  influence  both  the 
character  and  extent  of  the  livestock  and  meat  industry* 

The  variations  in  productipn  and  distribution  are  not  entirely  limited 
to  factor.s  within  the  State,  but  to  the  characteristics  of  the  industry 
•in  the  other  10  Western  States*  During  past  years  more  beef,  lamb,  and 
pork  has  been  consumed  in  California  than  is  produced  within  the  State* 
Dependence  upon  these  other  States  as  a source  of  meat  products  has  in- 
creased, since  local  production  has  not  kept  pace  with  increasing  popu- 
lation* . Due  .to  the  heavy  influx  of  population  since  the  beginning  of 
the  war, , together  with  such  dislocating  factor A as  transportation  dif- 
ficulties, labor  shortages,  and  feed  scarcity,  careful  attention  must 
be  given,  to  conditions  in  States  v/hich'have  contributed  to  our  live- 
stock and  meat  industry* , . 

WestiTard  Expansion  Drove  The  Livestock  Off  The  Range- 


Cattle:  and  sheep  raising  flourished  on  the  open  range  in  California 
until  Aoout  30'''ye'ars’'agb'*  The-  rapid --e-xpansion  of  population  in 
California  has  changed  from  one  dominated  by  agriculture  to  one  by 
industry*  Range,  lands  were  converted  into  farms  for  the  production 
‘of  grains,  fruits,  and  other  crops*  This  change  reduced  many  large- 
scale  range  operations,  and  set  the  stage  for  the  development  of  the 
'dairy  industry*.  Despite  the  .reduction  in  large  scale  dperations, 
wide  and  practical  use  continues  to  be  made  of  the  native  range  and 
pasture  resguroes*  HovTeyer,  livestock  grazing  is  being  ‘ supplemented 
more  and  more  by  feeding  and  management  practices,  designed  to  pro- 
duce larger  quantity  and  higher  quality  of  meat  products* 

Significant  has  been  the  shift' from  a surplus  position -to  that  of  a 
deficit  positip-n  with  respect  to  livestock  productibn,  due -to  in- 
creasing population*  Formerly,  surplus  beef  cattle  from  the  ranges 
were  .shipped  East,  during  the  principal  marketing  seb.sons*  ' Only  since 
the  close  of- the  last.. yrorld  war  has  increased  demand- in  t-he  State, 
together  with  more  vddespread  practices  of  finishing  cattle-,  reduced 
Ou.t-of^State  shipments  .to- almost  a negligible  yoiumeo  - California 
producers  still  ship  o.ut  a large  number  of  early  '•l.aiabs  each  spring. 


but  these  shipments  are  more  than  offset  by  sheep  and  lambs  coming 
into  the  State  for  breeding  and  iimediate  slaughter  during  other 
period  of  the  year«  The  State  nov/  ranks  as  one  of  the  important 
consuming  areas  of  the  Nation,  and  California  stockmen  have  adequate 
demands  at  home  for  their  livestocks 

Feed  Plays  Important  Role  In  Livestock  Production 

The  annual  grasses  which  cover  million^  of  acres  of  grazing  land 
still  furnishes  the  principal  source  of  feed  supply  for  the  range 
cattle  and  sheep » These  grasses  and  other  plants  geminate  in  the 
fall  after  the  first  rains,  and  provide  the  main  forage  for  live- 
stock of  California  foothills  and  valley  ranges.  The  period  great- 
est forage  production  from  native  vegetation  is  usually  fr^omFebruary 
to  liie.yf  and  include  flowering  herbs,  grasses,  and  legumes.  In  high- 
er ranges  and  mountain  mee.do^'^s  , the  principal  forage  consists  of  per- 
ennial, grasses,  along  vdth  sedges  and  rushes.  In  some  years,  parti-, 
cularly  when  f'ee-d.  is  .scpr.ce,  the  acorn  crop  helps  to  maintain  stock. 

The..  i.prig,ated  •pastures  Of  alfalfa,  sudan,  crovem.and.  grass  are  ex- 
tensively useduby . sto  clane'n- in  valley.;  area  S'.  ’ Ladinp  clover  acreage  , 
has  been  greatly ;ex-bend'ed  ini  recent  .year's,  its>  largest  concentration 
now  being  in  the  Oakdale  sedtidn' of  S.tani si aus-. County.  , The- popularity 
of  this,  clover  is  due 'to  the- high  carrying  iGapacity,  .for' .fattehing. lambs 
and  cattlev-’ " hi:  ■ 

Besides  feed -on  ■;  the  native' 'range,  and  f eed  - -from  .-field  crops,  a long"  ' ' 
■l.ist.  .pf  by-product  ...fe.eds’are  -used.- by  the'  stockmen*  , ,These'  include ,. beet 
pulp,  cahe' molas.s.-es,  cottonseed  and,-,  lins'edd 'meals.,,  miir-feeds^  , fish  • 
meal,^  hnd'  more  r.'eoently,  s'oy  bean  meal.  ' Largo  scale  hog-  ranches  16-  '. 
cated  near  ci  ties ,.utilize''large  quanti'ti e s ' of  garbage,' used'- -in  con- 
Qun,pt'ioh'-i?;ith  grains'  for  fattening  hogs.  ' 'Besides;fe'eds'produ.oed.v\rith- 
in.  ..the' "State,  substantial  tonnages  of  many-' fee.ds  .■  are  regularly  .brought 
in  from  other  States  arid  eountries,.,.,  ' .•••.  •.  . ' 

Characteristics  Of  The  Beef  Cattle,.  Industry  ^ - . .... 

Beef  cattle  prod'uc'ti’en-,l.as  wo  .have-  seen  before,  has  changed  , from' mar- 
ketings off  pastur.es  and  range s"" to*  mo-rh.  .f.eeding  of  grain  and  concen- 
trates.' Thi-'s  pra.otice  has  produced  a better  fi'riirshed...b.e.ef' animnl  at 
-lighter  weights  -than 'formerly,  > Cattle  purcha.'se.d  in  other  States  for 
further  finish--are  youh'goh  'and '0,f'  lighter  *weight  than- in  earlier,, 
years.  ' Ad-verse  fe.ed  conditions  - on,  the  rdnges.  .and  -the  shortage  of  con- 
centrates v;ould  ma.t.eriaily'-'af  fept . beef  production.  ■ p-'  . 

Each'year  from  800,000' 'to  '1,000, OQO  head  ol“  cathle  ahd  cal.ves  are' 
shipped 'into:  Califorhia  -ranges,  feedlots,  --and  ;irie,rkets.  -.This  supply 
consi sts* "roughly  of  aho'ut  60  perceht  Stockers,  and  i’eed'er-s,  • and  • ip  per- 
cent ca-ttle^.and  calye’s  'for^immQdiat'e  Slaughter ♦ , The  seasonal  movement 
of  . these  Stockers  and  feeders  into' the  State  nearly  alt/ays- .reaches  its 
-peak' in ’-November,  but  is  also  large'’in  Octo'bcr.-ahd  De  ember.  ....On  the 
.average,' ■ nearly  60  percent  of  .phe  supply  enters  'the- 'State.: :,dur.ipg  these 
three  months,  Arizona  furnishing  ap'p'roxiraately  .one-third  of  the  stockers 
and  feed'ors^  Texas  and  New  Mexico,  almost  another  ''one-third,', .and  Nevada, 
Utah,  and' Idaho/' making  up.  most,  of 'the '-remainder* ' A.'-,..  • ' 


The  shipment  of  ^cattle  and  calves  into  the  State  'for'  immediate'  slaughter 
is  greatest  during  the  fall,  winter,  and  early  spring  months#  , Require- 
ments for  outside  slaughter  animals  decline  rapidly  when  local  grass 
cattle  become  availaljle  in  the  late  spring,  and  reach  a' seasonal  peak 
in  May  or  early  June*  Of  the  total  slaughter,  outside  States -have  idi— 
rectly  supplied  about  12  percent  during  the  summer  months,  and 30  to 
40  percent  during  late  fall  and  winter  months*  Arizona  furnishes^ a- 
round  one-third  of  the  cattle  and  calves  for  immediate-  slaughter  j Ibicas 
and  Utah  over  27  percent,  Nevada  and  Idaho  around  10  percerit  each.  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Colorado,  Montana  and  Yfyoming  making  up  most  of  the  re- 
mainder#' 

The’  shortage  and  high  cost  of  feed  were  the  principal  reasons-. -f&r  - the 
17  percent:  decline  in  the  number  of  cattle  'goirtg  to  the  feedlots  this 
winter*  This  leJ^t  the  largest  niamber  of  cattlb' 'in -"history;  on  the  ■ • 
ranges  and  farms,  and  the  open  winter  prevented  large,  livestock  casu- 
alties* On  the  other  hand,  the  lack  of  rain  and  snow  has  brought  about 
a backv\'-ard  growing  season*  Seasonally  the  grass  in  California  is  about 
6 weeks  late  and- packers  have  been  forced  to  go  further  east  for  cattle 
for  immediate  slaughter*  Colorado  has  furnished  west  coast  packers 
with  about  3 times  more  cattle  than  during  normal  years#  This  supply 
is  rapidly  diminishing,  despite  the  heavy  shipments  of  short-fed  cattle 
to- th^e  . Denver  market  from  the  Nebraska  and  Kansas  feedlots*  . - Our  packers 
will  have-  to -go  farther  east  for  cattle  or  turn  to  those  with  less  fin- 
ish closer  to  home*  Observers  feel  cattle  slaughter  \vill  drop  , -until  the 
ghass-.run  ig-ets  under  way  late  in  June*  Marketing  of  these  cattle.;de- 
p ends- upon  the  condition  of  the  grass*  If  there  is  gto-wing  weather  dur- 
ing the  next  30  days,  we  can  expect  fairly  orderly  marketing*.  If -the 
grass" does  not  mature,  then  we  may  039 ect  the  lack  o'f  feed, to  drive 
them  to -market#  ' 

- " ' The  Sheep  and  Lamb  Industry 

California  ranks  fourth  among  the  other  States 'in  numbers  of. sheep  and 
in;  the  production  of  lambs  and  wool#  During  the  last  decade,  market- 
iiigs  of  sheep  and  lambs  by  California  operators  average'd-  slightly  more 
'than'  '2,000,000  head  each  year*  Marketings  during  recent  years  averaged 
higher  - than  for  any  previous  period  on  record,  because  of  good  lamb 
Crop-sf  and  expanding  feed  operations,  However,  the  backvirard  growing 
--eb’a'son'  this  vfinter  and  spring  points  to  lower  marketings  since  large 

nunibers  will  not  finish  beyond  feeders#  • - 

*»  ■ ■ ■ . ^ 

Marketing  of  California  lambs  is  heaviest  in  the  spring  and  summer 
mon;^e,  with  hea-vy  concentratiopL  in  April  and  May*  It  is  during  these 
two  months  that  most"  of  "the  -early ■■•lamb  Grop  .is:, mark© ted  out  of  the 
Sa'h  Joaquin,.  Sacramento,  and  In^e.rial  valleys*  Nearly  70  percent  of 
the  Calil'ornia  lambs. are  clas.sed  as  early  lambs  for  marketing'- mainly 
in- April,.' May  and  June*. /.  Unless  feed  conditions , take  a 'Change  for  the 
better,  marketing  will ^bp. light  in  the  Sacramento  Valley  during  April, 
and- a large  percentage. ,S()-ill' have  to  be  held ' d-ver  for  feeders# 

Shipment  of-  sheep  and  lamb's  in-tp  California  from  "outside  States,  is  even 
more  pronounced  than  in  the  case  ' of  beef  cattle*  .^Iround  1,370,000  head 
are  shipped  into  the  State  every  year.  A larger 'percentage  are  slaugh- 
ter animals  for  consumption  in  the  State*  The  balance  includes  feeder 
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lambs  brought  in  for  further  finishing  and  replacement  stock*  Ship- 
ments increase  rapidly  after  the  California  crop  is  exhausted  in  mid- 
summer, reaching  a pealc  during  September  and  October# 

Shipments  have  been  largest  from  Idaho,  follo^ved  closely  by  those  from 
Oregon,  with  Utah  and  Nevada  next  in  inportance*  Shipments  from  Oregon 
have  increased  in  recent  years,  that  State  now  being  the  loading  out- 
side source  of  both  feeder  lambs  and  replacement  stock#  Shipments  from 
Idaho  and  Utah  are  largest  in  the  late  fall  and  winter  months, consist- 
ing principally  of  slaughter  lanibs# 

t 

There  are  various  factors  v/hich  determine  the  aniiual  volume  of ' sheep  ■ and 
lambs,  .shipped  into  California  from  other  States*  The ' annual  requirements 
for  large  mmbers  of  slaughtering  stock  have  been  quite  stable i .ideal 
feed-.sqpplie  s and  prices,  competitive  demand  for  lambs  from,  other  .States, 
an4  the.jfinancial  condition  of  local  producers,  are  factors  during  ho.rrnal 
times  affecting  the  volurae  brought  into  California*  . ' . 

The  Hog  Industry  ’ -.."..-  'V. 

California-  has  long  produced  less  pork  than  is  consimaed  by  its.  people# 
Marketings  .by  producers  are  remarkably  uniform  throughout  the  year  be* 
cause  of  the-  distribution  of  farrowings  and  a steady  output  of  hogVf  , 
from  garbage  feeders*  This  latter  phase  of  hog  production  has  developed 
here  tp..a  degree- perhap  s equalled  nowhere  else  in  the  country#  6’f  the 
800,000  hogs  marketed  each  year  in'  the  State,  spproximately  one-'tHi.rd 
are  fed  on  raw  garbage#  Production  of  hogs  is  inportant  on  many  farms 
of  the  San  Joaquin  and  Sacramento  Valleys  where  feed  grains  and  pastures 
are  usually  plentiful*  Although  during  the  record  marketing  of  hogs  this 
v/inter,  and  the  high  price  of  feed,  many  of  the  . small  farmers  throughout 
the  State  vrere  forced  out  of jbusinsss,  and„,sent  .their  brood  sows  to  marketj» 
There  are  no  indications  that  the  large  producers  and  garbage  feeders,. will 
liquidate  their  herds*  On-.the  Other  hand,  garbage  feeders  may  increase 
their  herds  in  -view  of  the  ,4hci?’easing  amount  of  garbage  a.vailable  from 
Army  camps  and '.heavily  populated  areas* 

Practically  .all  of  the- sqme  million  head  of  live  hogs  shipped, Into  the 
State  are  • for  immediate  sl  aughter, -representing  nearly  60  percent  of  the 
totad  ■numbers  slaughtered  under  inspections  ' Tn  addition  tq  the  shipment 
of  live  hogs  into  the  State,  large  qua.ntities  of  fresh  arid  cured  pork 
products  are  brought  in  each  jrear  from  outside  States.  The  principal 
States 'Contributing  live' ’hog  shipments  to ‘California  are  Nebraska,,  Texas, 
and  Idaho;,  in  the  lor  den  named#  Pevire-r  numbers  are  brought'  in  from  several 
other  . States#. ' ••  ■ ' 

. . ; Californisu-'-Bub  .Qf  Meat’ Packing-  In' The  ‘festerh  Region 

discussion  of  livesto.ck  preduCtibn  in  the'  feegion  is  necessary  to  secure 
a' better  lyiderstanding  of ■ the'  structure  eF  the- meat  packing  industry#  We 
have  seen"  that  California  depends  to  a largo  degree  upon  the  in-shipmont 
of.  livestock  from  other  “states  during  certain  periods  of  the  year*  A pres- 
entation of  the-  livestock  production  in  each  of  the  States  v/ill'ribt  only 
showthe  relatine  iriportance  • of  e a'©  h "State’  as- a ’producer,  but. -will  also 
show  the-potential- supply  for  slau^t ei*ers • in  Cal ifornia# 


Percent^  Of  ,I^egi on  Production  in  Each  State 


State 

Cattl  e and  C al  ve s'  ^ ' 

Sbeep  and  Lambs 

Hogs 

Califo  rnia 

“■  • -2-2*7--..  ' • 

16.4 

34,2 

Arizona 

11,1  . ' 

■ 4,3 

2,4. 

Idaho 

8.0 

9.4 

18*5 

Montana 

17.0 

20*5 

r 10,2 

Nevada 

5.0 

4,0 

1.0 

Oregon 

- 12.2  ’ 

7*9 

, ",  . • ' 10.8 

Utah 

4.7  . ' 

' 13*6 

, 5, 9- 

ViFashington 

. 7.9 

3.2  . 

; - ; -L2*B 

Wyoming 

11.4 

20.7 

Total  W ■' 

. • , 100.0 

100.0  . 

' '100*0/ 

California  leads, th^Voiher  States  in  the  production  of'cattle^  calTOS, 
and  hogs.  The  State  ranks  third '-in  sheep  ■ and  lambs.  Mohtana  takes 
second  pi- ace  ih  cattlp,., production  and  second  in  sheep  and  lamb. 

Arizona-, 'Oregon,,  and  ITypming  hold ‘relatively  the  same  competitive  posi- 
tidri  in' 'cattle ; production.  Vfyomi'rig  ranks  first  and  Montana  second,. in 
sheep  arid  lamb ’produc'tion.  Idaho  stands  second  in  hog  prddu'ction>  with 
Montana,  Oregon  and  Washington  holding  about  the  ' same  .bbn^etitive 'posi- 
tion. 

Although  an  inportant  source  of  supply  for  California  slaughterers,. 
Colorado  is  not  included  in  the  Western  Region.  * The  production  o^, 
beef -■  cattle  . in  Colorado  is  slightly  ^higher  than  Montana,  the  Second 
ranking  State, ,jn  the  Region.  She^  and  lamb  production  is  about  on 
a par;.'wlth;:I,dah9,  aid  hog  production  is  just  a little  higher  than  in 
Idaho*-  •:  Beei:,  cp.ttle  production  in  New  Mexico  stands  just  below  the 
production  in  Montana-.  Sheep  and  hog  production  ■ stand  .slightly  be- 
low Utah*  ' ■ . ^ ? 

The  Structure  P'f  . the  p nuking  industry  gives  an  entirely  di  f fere nt  pic- 
ture in  relation  to -production.  The  follov/ing  table  present  the  posi- 
tion arid  importahce-  of  -California  in  the-  slaughter  of  livestock*' 


statq,'^ 

■ - Percent'  ,0f  R.egion  Slaughter.  In 

Each  Statp,' ’ 

All  Species 

'■Uattle  ■;  ' 

■ Calves 

Sheep  • 

■Ho.gs. 

California 

b9-.4  , 

69.2' 

" 67*2- 

. 53*6 

59;2 

Arizona 

‘ - 4*5'.. 

1.9, 

■'  *9 

. 2.2 

3*2 

Idabo' 

• 6*3.' 

. . ,4.3 

l.i  ; 

a*i 

e*l 

Montana  ‘ ' ' 

-■  3.0 

2,1 

'.,6 

'3.*  5" 

• 2*8 

Nevada 

liO  ; 

i.o  '■ 

.8 

1.4 

1.1 

Oregon 

6,6  ' - 

■ ,’6.6 

■ ■ 2.0 

. 8.8' 

6*8 

Utah 

2.1 

3,6 

- -.9 

1.2 

1.8 

Washington 

16.8 

..11*6. 

■' 2'6*4 

. 20,7 

1.8*5 

Wyoming 

*3 

.3'  ' 

' '*1 

- . 

, .3 

Total 

100*0 

100,0 

lOo.o-- 

..100, 0_ 

• ioo*o 

California 'has'-almost  ;60  percent  of  the -ttotal  slaughter  in  all  species 
as  represented  by  the  quota  bases ‘ The - total - eattie  slaughter- is  like- 
wise almost  60  percent  of  the  Region,  and  the  calf ' slaughter  more  than 


69  porcente  Lamb  slaughter  reaches  a total  of  more  than  67  percent 
of  the  entire  Regiorv'aMt-almostl54,.pe'rpent_,b^  the  hog  slaughter* 

The  only  other  State  that  comes  even  near  chailengihg' the  slaughter 
position  of  California  is  Washington*.  The'  slaughter  in  this  State 
is  fairly  evenly  divided. between  cattle,  sheep  arid  hogs » 

The  Meatpacking  Industry  In  No«*thern  California 

■ 4 

Tho  structure  of  the  irfoat  packing  industry  in  Northern  California 
is,  eharacterized  by  sp’ecialization  in  relation  to  the  topographic 
conditions  and  distribution  of  population*  Packing  plant  operations 
are  ^geared  to  serve  highly  concentrated  populated  areas  in  the  dil‘-  ’ 
fere.nt  parts  of  Northern  California*  The  production  and  distribu-. 
ti‘OT",of  these  plants. dre  .in  general  limited  to  the  trading  areas  of 
these  populated  centers*'  There  are  no  heavy  car  route  operations^  ; , 
,into  -fehe.  outlying  -territories  which  is  a common  practice  in  the 
eastern  ^tnto.a*  Since  the  _ consumers  in' these  basia  tradingr- are.as  : 
depend, :Uppn  strategibally  located  plants,  any  degree  of  .dislocation 
• ...In; their;  operations  would  create  a chaotic  condition* 

■■  The^e>piants  for  the  most  part  are  engaged' 'singly  in  the  slaughter 
of  livestock  and  the  distribution  of  whole  carcasses*  Their  facil- 
ities, consequently,  are  limited  to  slaughter  ^ ace  and  to  coolers 
adequate  to  chill  the  carcasses  prior  to  delivery*  Plants  having 
ahniOst  ■ 60' pcnQent  .pf:  i'hh'G'^  slaughter  capacity  in  Northern  California 
do  hot  have  ref igerat^on  ;fc!,e:ilities  to  hold  thq  ' darcasaes  heyond 
the^ chill 'period*  ..Tvvo  plants  ...ih  the  San  Francisco  ..Bay  area  have  . 
mbre- than  99  percent  pf  the -shni^)  freezer  capacity ‘of  the  entire ' . 

industry  in  Northern  C.slifprn.ia*  Very  few  of  them  even  have  the  ' -" 
fafeilitiss-ifor  'processing...ip.pat  products,  beyond" breaking- a small 
perceiitage- of  the:  p re, dF9:tip^>'. into  wholesale  cuts*  -’  Shhhp  ■ freezing, 
fabricating,  and  processing  facilities  are  generally  'to  be  found'- 
. in  the.  .yholo sale  meat  establishments  end  -the  National  Packers  -in 
...the  San  .Francisco' ‘Bay  ’Area*  • ‘ jd.-  'ir, 

*d..  ' 

Slaughtering  facilities  in  Northern  . California  a re.,  almost,  entirely 

in  the  hands  of  independent  operators  who  purchase  a large  share 
of  their  li vestock. direct  from  the  producers  for  immediate  slaugh- 
ter  or  , .further  finishing*  Some  of  them  maintain  their  o-wn  feed 
■''••lot  s^  and' others  .obtain  their 'fini  shed  animal  s from -commercial  feed 

lotse  These  packers  by  virtue  of  their  operations  in  1941  have-- 

almost  48  percent  of  the  quota  bases,  in  beef  of  th^  entire  State# 

The  National  F&.ckers  in  this  part  of  -the  State  have  only  approx-.  ^ 
imately  one-half  of  1 percent  of  the  <iuota  bases  in  beef*  The  ' 
entire  calf  slh\ightor  is  concentrated.' in  the  hands,  of  independpn-fc  . . 
packers  who  account  for  almost  44  perenht  of  the  quota  bases  .In,’, 
the  State*  This  slaughter»to  a large  degree  is  found  in  small 
non-Federal  inspected  plants  located  in  the  dairy:  a.nd  beef  cattle' 
producing  sections  in  the  ■hinterland  -af  Northern  C,alif or nia*  . These 
plants  si augh;-i?or  ..the  calvo^s  and  deliver  a largo  sl\are  of  -the  car- 
casses to  whoresalors  in  bhe'-Bay  Area. -for'  distribution  to  retailers, 
hotels,  and  restaurants# 

j .The . independent  op e’ra-feors  continue  -bo.- hold  their  grip  on  slaughter 
operations  by  having  d little -.more  than  41  percent  of  • the  lamb '0ota 


bases  of  the  State*  The  National  Packers  move  into  the  lamb  operations 
with  almost  14  pGrc’ent  of  the  quotabascs*  They  continue  to  hold  their 
o^vn  in  the  slaughter  of  hogs  with  a little  over  18. percent  of  the 
Sta.te’s  quota  basds' oh  this  class  of  livestock*  Because  very  few  of 
them  developed  processing  opdrations,  the  independent  group  have  only 
a little  more  than  27  percent  of  the  hog,  quota  biases*  Tfe  have  seen, 
therefore,  that  Northern  California  is  not  only  dominated  by  inde- 
pendent packers,  but  48  percent  of  the  quota  bases  in  all  species  of 
livestock  are  located  in  this  part  of  the  State*  ^ 

The  Meat  Packing  Industry  in  Southern  California  . 

The  structure  of  the  meat  packing  industry  in  Southern  California  is 
characterized  by  the  high  concentration  of  operations  in  contrast  to 
decentralization  in  the  northern  part  of  the  State*  .Slaughter  opera- 
tions representing  52  percent  of  the  entire  State' are  not  only  carried 
.on  in  a relatively  few  pi  ant  s',  ^ but  95  percent  of  the  quota  bases  in 
1 all’ sp  eci'ds  of  livesto-cki ,i:,s  ■ centered  in  Los  Angeles  County*  The 
Natidhal  Packets ''play  a mdre  important  role  in  this  part/of  the  State, 
and  follow  to  some  degre.e  methods  of  distribution  found  along  the 
' river’  markets  in  the  mid-west*  The  independent  packers'  on  the  whole 
folfov/  the  methods  of  similar  establishments  in  the  North*  Most  of 
them  are  engaged  in  the  slaughter  and  di  stribution  of  the  whole  car- 
cass, leaving  the  processing  to  National  Packers,  -vdidle Salehs,  and 
meat  processing  plants* 

■ 'The  meat  packing  establishments  purchase  a largo  share  of  their  live- 
stock direct  frem  the  producer,  commercial  feedlots,  and  their  own 
feeding  operations.  The  stockyards,  hov/ever,  pla.y  a more  importejit 
.role  ifr't'hi'S'part  of  the  State*^ -Located  near  the  packing  plants  in 
^LiOis  Ahgelo-'s  Couiityi  many  of  the  operators  depend  upon  the  offerings 
bf  the  yard  which  runs,  heavily  to  cows*  These  packers  in’  this  part 
of  the'  State- by' virtue-  of  their  operations  in  1941*  have  almost' 52 
percent  "bf  the  quota  bases  in  beef  of  the  entire  State,  In  contrast 
to  the  North,  indpendent  papkers  have  only  '3.3  percent  of"  the  quota 
bases  in  beef,  and  -the  National  Packers  18*5  percent.  The  chlf 
slaughter  follows  the  same  general  pattern'of  di  stribution  between 
the'  two'  types  of  operators-*;,  'The  independent’s  have  only  17,5  per- 
cent of  the  quota  bdses  .of  the  -Sta'te,  and  t'he  National  Packers  are 
'in  ah-’iirq>o'rtant‘ pQ-sl'tion -with  almost.39  p.ercent,  of  the  State ’s  totals 

* 'Distribution  Of  Quota  Bases' in  Northern  and  Southern  Cal ifornia 


(Percentages 

by  v/eight  ) 

-'•Northern  California 

Cattle 

Calves 

Sheep 

Hogs 

All  Cla 

Independent  Packers 

47*8 

43.8 

41.2 

27.2 

41.2 

National  Packers 

:*6. 

13.7 

18. '3 

6*8 

Total  • - 

, 48*4 

43*8 

54*9 

45*5 

■48*0 

Southern  California 

Independent  Packehs'f 

47^5-' 

t..  .'-......i7^st:-,.:i 

24*0 

27*5 

National  Packars 

18*5 

"'38^7" 

•'•27*2 

30*5 

24*5 

T'bt'ai 

51*6, 

.,-.:,;:56*2 , 

t^.,:,•■45.1,:  ■ 

54*5 

52*0 

i ■ 4 J 


The'  independent  operators  continue,  to  lose  their  position  in  the 
slaughter  of  sheep  in  Southern  California,  as  revealed  by  hhe  above 
chart#  These  packers. have  only  17.9  percent  of  the'  State’s'  total 
quota  bases  as  compared  mth  27#2  percent  for  the  National  Packers; 
while  in  the  North,  they  have  41*2  percent  as  against  13*7  for  the 
.National  Packers#  The  independent  packers  in  Southern  California 
are  able  to  hold  their  own  with  the  North  on  hog’s  with  24  percent; 
however,  the  National  Packers  in  t ho  South  move  to  a commanding 
position  v^ith  30*5  percent*  Vife  have  seen,  therefore,  that  the  ; 
National  Packer  dominates  the  slaughtering  operations  in  Southe.rn 
California- with,  the  exception  of  .beef,  "w^ile  in  the  North  indepen- 
dent operator’s  dbminate''in- all  classes  of  liye stock#  Even  more 
■important/  these  independent  operators  in  the  North  have  a much 
larger  percentage  of  the  quota  bases  than  the  National  Padcers  in.;; 
'•’Hi'he; -South,  wi'.th  Ijho  exception  of  hogs*  • ^ , 

- .!'  -.4  Redding  Area 

^This 'area 'is'  considered  by  marketing  analysts  as  the  North  Central 
''and  Northeast  district' of  the  State#  The  Southwest 'boundary  of  the 
area  borders  on  the  northern  end  of  the  Sacramento  Valley#  The 'area 
produces  15  percent  of  , the  beef  cattle,  in  thO' State  of -California, 
^'perc'ent  of  the  hog;si  and  13  percent*  of,,  the  sheep,  and’' lambs#  ' Beef 
cattle  production  is  mo'st  important  in  Modoc,  Si skiybu,  Lassen, 

Shasta  and  Tehama  ..countie s#; -■./Sheep  produc.tion’  is  mdst  important,  in 
Tehama  County,  accounting  for  almost  60  persent  of  the  entire tRedding 
Area,  with  Lassen,  Modoc,  and  Siskiyou  counties  making  up  most  of  the 
remainder#"  Hdg  production,  is,  centered  in  and  spread  fairly  evenly 
^■fehroughdut' Tehama,  ;Shasta,  and  Siskiyou  counties#  ■ 

'U,  r:/?;,'  . ■ .,  ''  r- 

Bordering  oh'- the  State,  of  Oregon,  ■ this  Aren  is  mountainous  and" 

' rhgged;  with  many  narroyf  valleys  v/hich  are  partly  used  in  producing 
grain"  and  hayi  . A great  dea*^  of  the  Area  is  in  national  forests^'-.,! 
part  of  which; furnish rgocd  grazing  .for  livestock.  Those  conditions, 
along' with  low  summe,'r  rainfall,  limit  the  extent  and  carrying  capa- 
city of  gr'dzirg '-lands#  -Nevertheless,  range  cattle  and  sheep  produc- 
tion dominate  the  agricjulture  picture# 


*The  Win-ters' are ' cold,  necessitating- -maintenance  feedir^  of  most  . 
s'-tock  animls#'  Cattle  are  marketed  mainly  from  j4ugust  through 
'Decembery''somG  directly  off  grass  both  -for  slaughter  and  as  foed- 
.-ers,' while  some  are  finished  on  hay  and  grain#  Lambs  are  dropped 
' e'a’rl'y"  in'- the-  sp-ring.,  and  marketed.;  during  August  and  September#  Hog 
production  is  not  of  major  iiiportance' and  is  carried -oh  mostly  as  a 
sideline  to  farming  and  ranching#  Crop  production  is  confined  mainly 
to  the  irrigated  valleys  and  where  hay  is  the  leading. crop*  Sub- 
s-tantial  quantities  ofvj-hoat,  barley, 'arid 'Oats 'are  • al-sb-g-nokn#  , . „ 

This  background  of  Livestock  ^production  provides  the-  toolA'  to  m'dasure 
the  importance  of  the  ; slaugh-tpi*  oporafeons  in  the  Area'*-  -Like  other 
parts  of  the  State,  this  Area  is  a source  of  livestock  for  bordering 
and  more  distant  Areas* 


' Percent  Of  State  Quota  Bases  In  The~  Area - 

, ^ , .*  (Con-version  Wei^ii'  'Ba.sis 

ito*  Slaughj^erers  -:^'*Cattle  ‘.Calves  ■.■,,»  j Sheep  Hogs  —r  All . Species 
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There  are /E8  :slhughtprGrs^_.in_ the  .hrea,  with  a total- quota  base  of 
14,700,496  pounds  of  drossod  meat*  Seven  of  the' plants'  are  either 
Class '1  or.  2A  slaughters,  aixof  them  located  , in  Si  skiyou  County 
and' the'  other  in  Tehama*  The  loading  county  in  meat  production  is 
‘ Tehama  with  a total  quota  base  of  more  than  5 million  pounds,  vdth 
a Class  1 plant  accounting  for  almost  90  percent  of  its  production# 
Siskiypu  County  with  the  largest  number  of  plants  is  next  in  im- 
portance* Shasta  County  holds  third- place  in  production,  with 
Lassen  and  Plumas  next  in  lino*  The  remaining  counti.es  are  of 
little’  consequence  'as  far  as  slaught*ering  is  concerned*  The  Area. 
stands'  low  in  slaughter  operations  "when  compared  with  't:he  State  as 
a whole*  Only  1*5  percent  of  the  State’s  quota  bases  being  located 
in  the'  Redding  iirca* 

The  distribution  of  the^  quota  bases  by  the  different -spe-cies  ofi  -;;:''' 
live.stock  will  not  only  show  a difference  ns  between  counties,  but 
.b'e'tween  the  itreab*  ' Some  counties  and  Areas  'will . show  a high-'P'or-., ;; 
‘'cbhAagoYof '.cattle,  ■ while' others  will  show  a high  concentration -of . 

hogs*.  YY'A''.' / y ■ ''  ' ■ '■  '■  ■■  ■ 

, ■ ’--Percent  Distribution  of  Quiota  Bases  by  Species.  ' 

*1-  ■ (Conversion  IJpight  Basis.)' 


County. 

. No-.Pian'fes 

Cattle 

CaiteS 

Sheep 

Hogs 

Siprra 

1.''.' 

64*9 

20*6 

— ' 

14.5 

Siskiyou 

9 

61.2 

12  *’2 

3.2 

22.5 

Trinity ; , 

o . 

85*7 

14*3 

-■ 

- 

Modo.c, 

2 ' 

53.1  ' 

4.7 

3,6 

38*6 

Sha^stn  ; -.  ; 

i.-.'  2.  . 

54*2 

7.1  * 

2. ’8 

35,9 

, -Lassen  .r  ■■ 

: ' ’ .2 

51*0 

10*3 

4*7 

34*^0 

Plumas.  , 

67*1 

7*7 

2.7 

'22*-5 

-.•Tehama,  . 

. .'  . 5.  . 

.55*3 

■’16* 4‘  ' ' 

5.7  ' 

2P.6 

^A-rea  Average. 

. :.  .28 . 

" 57*2 

',  11^8  . ■ 

•4.3'  • 

- 26^7 

A 'close  epcami nation  of  -the'  abo'vc  -tabie  : rove alsr  that  ..-'the- . quota  bases 
in  the  Area  thown  reln'tivel'y 'high -perccDUta-ge.  of. ..ca-ttle* ...  Trinity  . 

’ 'County  ranks -first  as  to'  the  distribu tion.'-of . cattle.’  Lassen  stands 
at  the  bottom,  but ' mo'ves 'neat  the  top- on  ■- hogs*  Most  of  the  counties 
■’ sho-vang 'a 're’latively  low  concentration  of  cattle  in.thq  quota  bases, 
stand  v6ry  high  in' hogs*  Calves  are  fairly  evenly  distributed  in 
all  counties,  except  Modoc,  Shasta,  and  Plumas*  The  importance  of 
slaughter  operations  in  Tehama  County  is  responsible  for  the  small 
showing  made  for  sheep  and/.lambsy  ' 


Since' the  Redding- Area,  is  conprised  of  parts  of  other  basic  trading 
areas,  consideration  must  b.c . given  to  the  probable  shipment  of 
moat  products-  to-^  and  .from,  the  Area#  . .Furthermore,  a miore  detailed- 


picture  should. be  ■give.n  to ; show,  the  shifts,  in  ^ppul'atiort  in  each 
, of  the  pountics.  in’ order.. ...to  ha,ve.  a 'better  understanding  of  the  - 
: p.,r.oblpm.s  ,of  ,-equi. table., '.distribution,  of' meYi^  P r.dductsy  ' -’ ''' 


Relationship  Of  Quota  Bases  In  Tho 

Area  to  Populc 

i,tion 

County 

Populatidn-  . 

Percent  Change ' • 

, Conversion 

Apparent  Per 

Nov*  I'-,'  1943' 

Population  Since' 

Yfci^t  of 

Capita  Vfeekly 

April  1,  19-40 

All  Species 

Supply  by  Lbs, 

Sierra  - 

' - -1,763  ■ ■ 

■ -4'2.0  , 

75,025 

■»82 

Si  skij.^o'd-- 

- 3^^049  " 

*22-^6  . - 

3,465,911 

. . 1*90 

Trinity 

8,‘327'  - 

-41.4 

53,700 

Modoc 

14,^59"-'. 

a *63.7 

. 838,100 

:1.15  ...... 

Shasta'  '' 

- ‘ - 26, H93' - 

■ ^ ''  r -.  7.7 

■ ■ 2,311,691  ,: 

;.  1*67  : 

Las  sen ■ 

■'■••'-I6.i458'  ■ ■ 

4.13. 7 

1,311,463  .,r 

? : ' ■1*54: 

Plumab  ' 

A' 9,874  "'-A 

ap  -14.5 

1,369,584  ,.; 

••[.  ; 2*^6:., .r. 

To  horn  a 

12,661 

-11*6 

5,275,024  - 

■ :8.00 

Total 

118,974 

+ 5,0 

14,700,496 

2 '.36 

ViTho n .weFG  put-  into,'  effoot,  many  of  the  larger  pa.cke,■r^s,  v/i.th.drcw  • 
from  thoir  -extend od  tracfe';-. territory,  an.d  concentrated  ^their  restricted,"- 
production  ■.'cl'o:ser  to  hea.vy  centers  -of  population.  This  .mthdrawal . 
from  the  market  placed  many  small  communities  in  a critical  position 
as  to  their  supply  of  fresh  meat  products.  Local  slaughterers  in*' 
many  cases  did  not  have sufficient  1941  slaughter  history  to  meet 
the  acute  shortages  •YjhieW-d^dl.oped.*—  'T-a-'nllcviate  , the„si.,tiuationi 
quota  increases  wore  given' to  a number  of  the  smadl  plants*  How- 
ever, this  vias  not  extensive  enough  in  scope  to  meet  the  outstand- 
ing r?jtion  points;.  Nevertheless,  tho  extremely  lov;  apparent  per 
capita  weekly  supplj?’  in -such'"countics  as  Sierra  and  Lassen,  and  thet  :.. 
high  pqr  "cap it a„ supply  in^.Tohama  County  demand  some  clarification* 


As  pointed  out  before,  such.r  countie  s*  as  Sierra,  thp  eastern  part  of 
Plumas,  and  La.sp.en,  do  net  ., logi cal  ly*  belong  to  thcl’Redding  Area*  • 

Tho  se  ; fountie  s ^re  a part  -pf  the  Northeast  district  of  the  State, 
and  bedPdg  to  the  basic  trading  area  which  is  served  by  Reno,  Nevada*;; 
Nevada^ Packing- fqmpany  and.  othersi  in  Reno,  deliver  meat  products'i;b'-' 
those  'j,counties>^-,There  is  .also  a limited  distribution  to  Modoc  Cbuii^ 
hewev'eiri^:  thi s Tbpunty  logically  belongs  to  tho  Klamath  Falls,  Oregbri/ - 
basic  trading  area*  Trinity  County  by  virtue  of  its  location  falls  ' 
into  the  Santa  Rosa  ilrea,  and  would  have  to  look  tov/ard  such  counties 


as  'Himboldt  to  supplement 'its  meat:  supply*  ; Tehama  County ,,  located,  at 
the  dppbr  end  <)f -the  Sacramento,' JTal ley,"' wi;th  a high  per,  eap4.-ta  supply, 
finds- bu’tlet's  ■'in  Sha-sta  County- .hn.drd'ji  .the  northeast  counti.es,  of  the 
Sa'cranien'to  Area*  Since  -this  Area,  is  f-or  the- most  p art-  agricultural, 
the' meat  supply' is  further  strengthened,  by  .farmers  and.  r'uncbers 
slaughtering  for  .their  own  consumption*. -,d-'.0 


Santa  Ros:a  Area'--,- 


This  Area  is  generally  referred  to  as  the  North  Coa:st  and  the  ex- 
treme :north  end  of  the  ..Central  Coast  district  of  tho  State.  This 
Xrca  has  about  7 percent  of  idio  bobf  cattfe  of  the--State^  8 percent.A. 
of  the  hogs,  and  2Q  percent  of  .the  sheep  and  lambs.  ' Beef  cattle^  ' 
production  .is  .most  impqrfaht',,, in ‘Solano,-'  Humboid'-t,"  And 'Mendocino  ' 
countie  S'.*,, f SJieep  production  is  .Qonte'red.  mostly ''‘'in  Mendocirio^  -Solahoj’': 
Humboldt,  and  Sonoma  counties'* Sonoma ^ahd  Mehdo ci no  afo -the’ leading'' 


a 


- 11 


counties  in  hog  production.  The  northern  half  of  the  hrea  is  mostly 
mountainous,  and  much  of  it  is  covered  vlth  timber  and  brush,  leaving 
very  little  agricultural  land,  except*' in  some  of  the  counties  to  the 
south.  Production  of  hay  and  concentrates  is  insufficient  for  its 
livestock.  Range 'feed., general ly  matures  during  the  surfimer.  Range  • 
cattle  and  lambs  are . marketed  of f the  grass  during  the  summer, ' many 
of  them  being  sold  as  "feeders.  ' . ■ 

j 

Although  slaughter  operations  are  relatively  important  in  this  Area, 
facilities  are  heavilj;-  concentrated  in  those  counties  located. ■.■nearest 
the  San  Francisco  Bav  area.  The  f ollovang  table  shov/s-the  pe.rce'nt  ©f 
Sta.te  quota  bases  in  the  Santa  Rosa  i.rea*  ’ '’•■a,'' 

■ ■ •"■‘’il'Jj-i  "f, 

. Percent  Of  State  Quota  Bases  In  The  Santa  Rosa  Area  o reff  ed-r  ai 
■'  ('Conversion  Weight  Basis'}  ^ ^ 


Uo . ,-Sjffu ght.Q r.e r..s  . Cattle  , Calves  Sheep  Hogs  Al  1 Sp e ci e s 

6.5  2.3  ; 

There  are  58  slaugHt'epe'rs  in  the  urea,  vdth  a total  quotbebaso  ■;of 
43,435,897  ppunds  of  dressed  meat.  Five  of  the  plants  fall  in  the 
Clas’s  T‘"  and"  2A"  group  and  account  for  almos  t . .70- p ercent  qfgit ho  .’•total 
quo'ta.,bq§es.  The  leading  county  in  meat  production  is  Solano  v/ith  a 
total 'quota  base  of  more-  than  27  m-illion  pounds,  ■v/ith  th'd  three  Cldssl. 
h.hd  2i\  plants  accounting  -for  almost-  the  entire  amount  of  its  produc- 
tion.' Sonoma  County  v/i  th-11  plants,  is  next  in  importance  -with  a -botal 
of  almost  5 million  ppunds.  Humboldt  follov/s  closol^r  vdth  a single 
Class ...2^1;  and  nine  2B'  slaughterers  vdth  a -tx/tal  of  more  than  4 million'; 
p oundp f Napa  county' mth  its  6 plahts  is  next  in  line  vdth  almost':,'.,, 

4 milil,;-ipn  pounds,. 'The  rbmaining  counties  are  of  little  consequence^  ' 
most  o.f  .them  being  located  in  the  ribrthern  end  of  ■fche  Area  and  caterr.' 
ing  t:Q- the  local  ..trade*  * \ : j; 

The  dis^tribution  of ’■qu'o'ta  bases  by’ 'dif'forent  speoicks  of  livestock:- ; 
docs  "'dWtr' f ollov;  the ''«'amO”;P.f^ttern  erl^.dhg^  Redd  ing  ^iiraaj.'’  Production  :of' 
livestock  in  some  of'”thd  counties  'dppaafrs  to  ha've  d great  influence, 
on  the .distribution  of  quota  bases  by  different  species. 


( ■■  0.1;  /-:  . , 

Percent 

distribution  of  >Ouota  Bases 

■by.  Species 

■ ^Conversion 

We'ight  .'Basis) 

County  A ■'■ ''  ' 

No.  Plant's  "Cattle 

- ■ " Calves 

. Sheep 

Hogs, 

Del:-' .Norte 

■ . . ,4 

' , '53,7  ■ 

19.5 

3‘.1 

23-.7  • ■ 

Humboldt 

10 

71.5 

■ 9.4  ■ 

• 6.4-  • 

..12*7 

Mendocino 

10 

52*.5'" 

’ "'  18*7  ' 

8.7- 

^20.1 

Lakp  :'  , 

. i ■ 2 

69j.9 , 

9.7 

9,4 

11.0 

Sonoma  ■ 

11 

• ' .36;  7 '’ 

24.3 

5.1 

' I7w0 

Napa  , ' • , 

. : 6 

..  ■',.,48.4""' 

■8.3’-  ■ 

10.3  ■ 

■33  iO  n-u': 

Solano 

■ a 5 

: . .62,, 2 '. 

. ; ■■  "4.'3,^''''" ' 

■ 22ib^^  - 

^ ii.o--.r 

Marin 

^ 9, 

: ,'V:'  95^7^'  ■; 

Area- ' .Averdge 

Ico 

|ie 

p.  .57..D,, 

; ;.io.9 , r;;' 

t I7i4';  ' 

"■"i'4v7  ' 
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Sheep  assume  a more  important  role  in  the  quota  bases,  and  hogs  more 
down  to.  a minor  position.  Cattle  move  down  below  the  Area  average 
in  Del  Norte,  Mendocino,  Sonoma,  Napa,  and  Marin  counties.  Calves 
take  up  the  slack  in  Sonoma  and  Marin,  both  of  them  participating  in 
the  heavy  supply  offered  by  bhe  dairy  farms  in  the  vicinity,  Nap'a 
County  offsets  the  low  cattle  distribution  by  a heavvr  kill  in  hogs, 
many  of  them  being  garbage  feds.  Del  Norte'and  Mendocino  counties 
offset  their  low  beef  average  by  heavy  slaughter  of  calves,  consist- 
ing of  range  and  .dairy  stock.  The  heavy  slaughter  of  sheep  and  lambs 
in  the  throe  Class  1 and  2A  plants  located  in  Solano  County  was  in- 
struriiental ■. in  t he 'high  distribution  average  for  this  class  of  live- 
stock. 

Because  the  Santa. Rosa  Area  extends  south  to . the  basic- tradihg-ar^a 
of  the  San  Francisco  Bay  district,  quota  bases  vdll  require  a care- 
ful analjrsis  in  relationship  to  heavy  centers  of  population.  The 

following- it  able  pr  esents  in  detail  population  changes  and  the  ap--  

parent -per- capita  supply  in' each  of  the  counties, 

R elatip^iship  Of  Quota  Basos  In  The  Santa  Rosa  kirea  To  Population 


County  ; 

Population 

Percent  Change 

Conversion 

Apparent  Per 

■ 

; Nov. 1,1943 

' :Population  Since 
-April-  1,  1940 

Weight  o'f 
■ ’ All  Sp’e  ci  e s 

Capita  Weekly 
Supply  By  Lbs, 

Del  Norte 

3.,  46:1'  .' 

.V  27,1  ■■■  ' 

■277,798  ■ 

1,,54 

Humboldt 

: 44,106::- 

3,5  ' 

4,352,157 

i,90' 

Men  do  ci  no 

, 24-,:H14-^- 

-'ll, 9 

■ ^ l,fe87,644 

•'"‘.'',1,32 

Lake  ; ■ 

7,440  •. 

— .-7,8 

264^314  b': 

,69 

Sonoma  . ; ; ; . 

..  7.3^002 

: f 5,7 

4,973,997  ■' 

' '1.31  ' 

Napa  .jf.v 

n39>'32Qi-. 

4*  '38*0 

3,674,971 

, 1.79 

Solano 

:95,615.^i 

.i  *|!*102,8 

27, 661, 614' 

* .5,55 

Marin,.-,  •;> 

64-, 669 

> : * 44,5 

743,462 

. k 2,21 

Total 

352,127 

4*  27,6 

43,435,897 

- 2,36' 

The  Santa  Rosa  Area  can  logical  ly  be  split  into  two  separate  economia, 
units  for  the'  purp'bse 'of  discussing  the  slaughter  struc ture.  and  .dis,-, j . 
tribution  pattern  of  the  industry,  Del.  Norte,  Himiboldt,,  Mendoo.inq,, 
and  Lake  counties  oomprise  the  northern  half  of  the  Area;  and  Sonoma, 
Napa,  Solano,  and  Marin  counties  constitute  the  southern  ha.lf- 'which 
is  definitely  inf l.ud&c e.d, , by  thb..heavil--y.-p-o|^ulated  '.ba3r  Area;  ■ 'Most 
market  analysts  consider  Solano  an d Marin" 'a  part  of'  the  San  Francisco 
Bay  area,  and  consider  the  Bay  area  an  important  outl.et,,for  'the  com- 
moditie s qT-,.^6noma  a.^nd-Mapa  counties,  - • • 

The  northern  half  of  t^e  Area  lo^t' population' since  April  1,  1940,  ' 

while  the  counties  in  ^be  lov:er.  half  has  increased.  Showing  the 
largest  inerease,  Sblapo  CountyV  i s.  al  so  the*  most  important  in  meat  ' 
produ ction, ^ . The  appa.rph^  per  capita  supply*  is  more  than  5 pounds 
per  person  , a week,  whihd  the  other  .counties*  range  from  ,69  pounds 
in  Lake  to,  2. .21  in  Marin*  The  proximity  of.Solano  to  the  Bay  area 
makes  feasible  that  a, gh  a re  of  its  meat  production  shall  move  into 
the  jobbing  and  retail, channels  in- Sah  Franeisco,  Oakland,  and  other 
leading  ci-ties.  The  low  per  capita  supply  Ih  Lake  County  is  sup-  ' - 

plemented  from  the  counties  to  the  South.  Mith  the  exception  of 
Solano  County,  the  apparent  per  capita  supply  is  fairly  evenly  dis- 
tributed throughout  the  Area, 
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Sacramento  Area 

Most  of  the  Area  lies  in  the  Sacramento  Valley  floor,  except  the  * 
counties  to  the  east  bordering  on  the  State  of  Nevada.  These  counties 
are  considered  that  part  of  the  Sierra  Mountain  district  which  is 
mountainous  and  rough,  with  extremes  in  elevation.  Very  little  of 
the  land  in  these  counties  is  suitable  for  agricultural  pursuit,  and 
livestock  grazing  is  limited.  The  other  counties  lying  In  the  valley 
proper  are  devoted  to  crop  production,' mo stly  barley,  wheat,  oats,  ‘ 
hcLy,  rice,  sugar  boots,  and  fruits  and  vegetables.  However,  large 
areas  in  the  valley,  itself  .and  in  the  sjyjTPOunciing,  fqqthi^  arc  used 
for  pasture  i^ich  is  at  its  best  during  the  period  from  October 
through  May. 

The  Area  ranlcs  first  in  sheep  production,  v^ith  28  percent  of  the 
State’*s‘' to tal . ■ 'G-lenn  County  leads  the  others  v/ith  a total  of  almost"' 
23O^6'00''  'hoad.  'Oolusa  is  s- second  with  *156,000  head,  and  Yolo  third  ' " 
with '128-, 000 o *'The  other  counties  range  from  80,000  head  in  Butte^ 
36,0G'O  in  Sutteri-'  46,000  in  Sacromento,  '42,000  in’Placer  to  as  low. 
as  2^800  in  Alpiiie.  The  sheep  graze -hii  Vail  ey  farms  and  ranches,  i' 
and  oh -the  bordering  foothill’  ranges, -vihile  some  b-ands  arc  taken  to  ■ 
mountain  ranges »in  the  sumraer.  Lambs  are  dropped  in  early  winter’ 
months  and  the  bulk  of  them  go  to  market  during  April  and  May.  The 
large 'acreage  of  grain  stubble,  beat  tops,  and  other  field  grains 
furnish  a major'part  of  the  pasture  for  sheep  in  the  summer  and  fall. 

.Beef ..  qattlo  production,  vri.’th  8 percent  of  the  State*  s total,  is  im— . 
portafttin  several  localities,  mainly*- who  re  adjacent  foothill  range 
land  is  available.  Sacramento  County  leads  with  almost  20,000  head* 
ilmador  is  second  with  16,0C0head,  Butte  is  third  with  15,800  head, 
and  Colusa  fourth  with  12,000  head.  The  number  of  head  is  spread 
faiVly  evdhiy 'over  the  remaining  counties*  ’ A' largo  number  of  cdttle 
are  finished  for  market  in  large-scale  feeding  plants  on  beet  tops  ■' 
and  other  field  grains.  Many  cattle  in  Vhbse  feedlots  are  brought 
in from ’other  parts 'of  the  State 'or  bordering  States.  ■ Hog  produc’tion 
is  ' irportant  with  19  percent  of  the  total,  particularly  in  thosh'-a':-  --'! 
countj.es  where  grains  and  other  feeds  are  abundant*  ' ■ 

The' Area  is  one  Of  the  more  iirportaht  in  slaughtering- facilities, 
with  heavy  concentration  in"a  few  counties.*  The  folldv/’ing  table 
presents  the  percent  'of  theState  quota  bases  in  the  Sacramento- Arch* 

Percent  Of  State  Quota- Bases  In  The  Area  ..  . . 

(Conversion  Weight  Basis ) < 

No.  Slaughterers  - Cattle  Co.l.ves  Sheep  Hogs  All  Species 

' -■  9.4  , 2.9  . 4'.8  ' ' , ' 7.2 

There  are  55  slaughterers  in  the  Areo.,  -vdth  total  quota  bases  of 
76, 702,521  ■ pounds  of-' dressed  meat.  Ten  of  the-plants  fall  in  the- 
Class  1.‘ and . 2A  ..group  ;an.d  .account  for  .84-- percent.,  of  - the.  .botal  quota.;-, 
bases*  The  leading  county  in  meat  production  is  Sacramento  rath. a 
total  quota  base  of  more  than  30  million  pounds.  Second  ih" 'import-*^  ' 
ance  is  Yolo  with  quota  bases  of  almost  21  million  pounds.  Yuba 
ranks  third  mth  almost  14  million  pounds.  Those  three  counties 
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accourit  for  more  than  84  nercent  of  the  entire  quota  bases  in  the 
Area*  The  large  production  in  these  three- counties  is  performed 
in  19  plants*  

The  distribution  of  quota' bases  by  different  .^epies  is  in^ortant, 
particularly  in  .those  counties  responsible  for...  the  major  share  of 
the  slaughter*  The  proximity  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  J^pears 
to  have  a d!i re ct  bearing  on  this  distribution* 

*•  • • • r 

Percent  Distribution  Of  Quota  Bases  By  .Species 
(Conversion  IVeight  Basis}  ...  ^ 


County 

No*  Plants 

Cattle 

- Calves 

Sheep 

Glenn 

. ■• . . 3 

53.4 

13*8 

4*7 

2^*i' 

Bbtte  :rs  cm.£n  t 

; ■ 7 

60*8^ 

9.3 

4*3.. 

25.6 

Colusa  t-.-  ■ 

■ 6 

•-  80,1 

15*5 

6*2' 

15*2  --• 

Yolo  ■ 

7 - 

55^3  ■ 

16,4 

5.7* 

*22*6'  ■ " 

Yuba  ..^ . i ■ ■ 

4 , . 

71*9 

8.0 

11*5 

'■  8*6 

Sutter 

.2  . , . 

58*5 

25.4 

...  , 

14*8 

Sacrarae'ntp 

8 

80*3 

3.3 

r, 

• 9.6; 

Aiaador 

3' 

50*0 

-.20’*  a; 

.r; r. ■;  6 *8  , 

:‘  22.4'  ' 

Nevada 

. 4/.." 

”'-d-7'3*5 

16*8,. 

.4 

Placer 

- -.o: 

1-  ' 46  ,4 

18.1 

:,7  • 4*5  ' 

31*0  ■ 

Eldorndo 

.'-'61-*0 

^ 12..6:  - 

3.6  . 

22*8 

Alp  ine 

- 

•'  - 

Area  Average  ■' 

1 

.69*7 

3*5 

T76 

19.2 

■ ■ i ' ' ' • ■,  i ^ A 

'■-J  - . 

«-■■■  1 r...  ....  , 

This  area  .is.  onp  in  which  beef  slaughter  dominates*  Sacramento  ' County 
with  the.  largest , quota' bases  in  the  Area  s hows _ that  .more  than  80  per- 
cent of it -is  .cattle*  , ' These  cattle  , are  mostly  s.teers  and  "heifers  . 
and  represent somp  .pf  the- highest  quality  animals  in  the  State,'  ■ Yolo  • 
County  next  in  .line  in,  quota  base  iiiportance  has  a more  balanoed' 'dis- ■■■' 
tribution  of  the  . different  species*’  This  coun-ty.  is  located  closer 'to- 
the  production  centers  of  the  •different  species  of  livestock.  Yuba/  ■ 
next  in  quota  base  iifi.portance,  follows  -closely  the  , dis  tribution  pat-  ■ 
torn  of;  SaprqiU^^r-fco  County*  The  calf  quota  bases  are  fairly  evenly- 
distribu-fc.ed,  over '.all  the  counties,  excepting  those  hea-vily  v/eighted 
v;ij;h . cattle,* ..  There  is  also  an  even,  distribution  of  -the  sheep  quota 
vd.th  the  exception  of  Sutter  and  Yuba  counties*  ..Hogs  have  a good' 
distribution,  excepting  in  Yuba,  Sacramento,  ond  Nevada  bounties* 


The  Sacromento  Area  presents  some  interesting  distribution  prob- 
lems* -Although  nharly  all  of  ftho  co.unties  have  .lost  in  population, 
the  increase  of  population  in  the  Bay“^A'rea  has-  a-  direct..bfis-.r.i-hfi  ori. 
slaughter  operations  in  the  Sacramento  valley*  The  table  that 
follov/s  analyzes  the  •rGlationshi^.  of  quota-  bases  ^ in  .the  ;Are.a  to  . 


population* 


I. 


5-.>  f. 


i : : 


i- 
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Relationship  Of  Quota  Bases  In  The  Area  To  Population 


County 

Population 
Nov, 1,1943 

Percent  Change 
population  Since 
April  1,  1940 

Conversion 
Y/eight  of 
All  Species 

Apparent  Per 
C^ita  Yfeekly 
'Supply  b;/  Lbs, 

Glenn 

10,966  ' 

10,1 

866,964 

1,52 

Butte 

42,054 

* 

1.8 

5,572>485 

2,54 

Colusa  ■ 

8,881 

- 

9,3 

432,906 

.94 

Yolo 

27,813 

4- 

2.1 

20,753,286 

4i35 

Yuba 

18,140 

4. 

6,5 

13,985>847 

4,81 

Sutter 

17,947 

. - 

3,9 

347,028 

.37 

Sacramento 

188,168 

jf- 

10,8 

30,268,904 

3,09 

funador 

6,337 

- 

29,4 

. 348.,  204  . 

■ 1.04 

Nevada 

13.693 

29.0 

• l,92i;'63'8 

2.69 

Placer 

24,910 

11.4 

1,443,893 

1.11  ,. 

Eldorado 

9,961 

- 

24,7;; 

761,366 

Alp  ine 

...1-  216- •• 

83;.r 

m 

Total,., 

.V  ’s*  -i. 

■ 369,086 

■»* 

• li 

i .',  03 

76,702,521 

4.00 

Evei^_  county  in. '.the  Area,  vrith  the.  except  ion  of-::Alpine,  comprises 
tho-bp;slc  trn^ing  area  of  the  Sacramento  Valley.  Alpine  County  does 
not  liave  any  slaughter  facilities  and  is,  considered  a part  of  the 
Reno,  JTevada  basic  trading  area*  Those  counties  mth  a lovj-  apparent 
per  cap:^ta  supply  of  moat  products  receive'  their  additional  supply 
froih  the  bordering  counties.  The  high  apparent  per  capita  supply  for 
the  ;lrea,as  a:wholc  is  .dua  tp  the  large,,  supplies  shipped  into  the., 

S an  Rrancisco  .Ray  iixpa#  ■.  His  torically,  the  Bay  area  has  looked-, to 
thc*^  Sacramento  valley  for  . a part  of  its  supply'  of  meat  products*  -At  , 
the  present  time^  one -plant, in  Reno,  Nevada  ■ships  almost^. its  entipe  . 
supply 'into- .the  ■Oakland  district*  • ‘ ' ' 


..■;;r  :S.an  Francisco  Area;. 

The  *3  counties  comprising  this  Area  are  the  hub  of  the,,Sjan  Rrancisco 
B ay  Area,  , Alameda  and.  Contra  Cost,a„^c,ounties. '.are  ■ the'-oniy'One's'"  im- 
portant in  iive'sto'ck  'production,  vdiich  is  limited  to,  a .combination  • 
of  .^^razing  and  feedlot- operations.  .,The;Ar.aa  has  about:4  percent ‘of'’ 
tHe?-oatHtj-.*,and  ■'ddjves',  in  the  Stated ; Hit&Aliidut'-70  porccn-t  of  them 
cdneentr'ato'd:-'in'‘Alam:eda.  Hog  raising: .is ^dninp or tant  in  this  Area*  ' .<:  • 
ae-oo-unting  for  ..'abbut''!- percent  of. the  State's  production.  Sheep  and: 
lambs* are  equally  Aninportant  and-.'accouAt  for  2 percent  of  the  total.>  ■ .. 
and  pfd  distributed  .r-dthor  evenly, bbt^vde.n  Contra.  Cos'ta-and  Alamoda 
counties'* 


Slaughtering  operations  are  vory^  impontant.y  .and  many  of  the  pr  e'sent  ’ 
plants  begaai  business  during  the  pibne'ering  -days  in  California.''  Like 
the  othe  r p'i  ant  si' in  = northern  California,,  most, -pf- thorn  arc  engaged' -in 
straight  slaughter  Operations,  1 eb'^ang  . the., processing- to  the- wholo-^' 
sale  and  jo'bbing  establishi.iont  s, 

Percent  Of  State  . Quota  BoiSeS’ In-  The  Area  . . 

_ '(Conversion  Wcigli’b  Basis) 

No.  Slaughterers  Cattlp  Calves  Sheep  'Hogs  All  ^ecies 

••  '21  14,7  ^6,1  20.0  8.7  ' 12',9 


There  are  21  slaughterers  in-  the-  Area,  vdth  a total  quota  base  of 
134,332,018  pound's  of  dressed  meats#  Ten  of  .the  .plants  are  ei.thbr 
Class  1 or  2A,  and  they  account  for  more  than  128  million  pounds 
of  the  entire  quota  bases.-  San  Francisc-o  County  leads  the  others 
in  meat  production,  the  -7  Glass  1 and  2A  plants  having  more-  than 
111  million  pounds  .of  the  total  quota  ba,ses.  The  Area  ranks  high 
in  the  slaughter  of  cattle  and  sheep,  while  calves  a.nd  hogs  are  in 
a very  minor  position. 

i 

Since  this  Area  is  located  in  tho  most  heavily  populated  center  in 
Northern  California,  the  distribution  of  .the  quota  bases  by  itho  dif- 
ferent species  v/ill  shov/  a relatively  balanced  ratio.  . .. 


Percent  Distribution  Of  Qyota  Bases  By  Species 


County'-  r.L.‘ 

(Conver 

sion  Weight 

Basis) 

- 

No.  Plants. 

Cattle 

Calves 

' Sheep 

Hogs 

San  Francis  4o 

8 'A 

6oa 

3.1 

17. 5' 

19.3 

Contra  Cc-sta--- 

4.. 

83.8 

7.3 

2,0 

6.9 

Alameda 

9 ■ 

62,4 

5.2 

18.2. 

14,2 

Area  ..'ivorage 

21 

60*5 

3.6 

17.5 

18.4 

The  ave'ragb  jbf  ’ 

the  i;.roa-is 

v/ei^hted  by 

the  distribution  in 

.San  -Fran- 

cisco  County^  because  of  a largo  majority  of  the  quota  bases ; belong.  .. 
to  the  slaughterers  in  that  county*  Calves*are  low  because^  heavy  - . ^ 

shipments  ■ hre  brought  into  the  Bay  Area  from  small  slaughterers  ' in,'- i 
the  hihterland'.  This  has  bebli  a' customary  practice  for  many  yc-ars^  : ■ 
the  San  Francisco  slaughterer s-^'- having  made  little  attempts  to  devol-  - 
op  the  caTf  trade.  ■ Hogs 'hr e"' relatively  inportant  to  the  •Area,  how-  - 
ever,  tho  phOdu'Chaon  is  'just  across  tho  line  in  San  Mateo-' County ■ 

The  relationship  of  the  quota  bases  in  the*  Area  -bo- ■ the  population  ; 
v/ill  show  the  influence  of  meat  shipments  from  the  bordering  Areas* 


Relationship  Of  Quota 


Bases  In  The  Area  To  Population 


County  " " Pop-uTati  oh  Percent ''Change' 

'No-y.l,  1945  Popul  ai-i  oh  -S  i nc.e 
’ ' Apr  il  '-1-,  -1940  • ' 

San  Francisco  ~ 685,951 V ' 8*7  ■ 

Contra  C(tst a'"  ' • ■218,690  ' '■  • ^4,  1*17,? 


Alameda  ; ’ 
Total  «'  ;■ 


1 


•621,485 

,526/126 


♦ 21.3- 

V*  '23*0^' 


'Conversion  ' Apparent:  Peh  ■ 
Weight- "of  ' .Capita  .Weekly  • 
■All''  SpeciAs  Supply  By  Lbs. 
112, 2 67  ,'6 17  ' ■ 3.15 

1,861, 682- ■ • ' -^  • 1.66  - 
20,182,719  ■ : ■ 

13'4,632.',<^16  * "1.65 


This  Area  has  had  an  appreciable  increase  in  population,  particularly 
in  Contra  Costa  .C.Ounty*",.  .Despite  th-e  increase,  of  .papulation,  in  San 
Francisco  County,  -the  apparent:  pop  .-capita  supply  is  well  above  tho 
average,  although  a. ‘share  Of  the,  meat,  goes  intp  Contra  Costa,  Alameda 
and  SaniVie.tco  countie  si;  i.  :;Tfe- ha-.ve  already  seen -that  the.  Sacramento  Area 
contributes  to  ./Uameda  County,  and  a discussion  of  ,thc  -San  Jose  Area 
will  reveal  the -movement  of  me,at,  products. _to-  -bhe  .^samo  county.  This 

' - • ■ i:  ■ } 

shipment  of  meat  products  f rom "tliey^put'sid'prA'jr^^  the  San  Fran- 


ci spa; Area. Lin  a -good 


supply  position.- • .f 


n 
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Stockton  Area  . 


The  Stockton  Area  is  located  in  the  northern  half  of  the  fertile 
San  Joaquin  Ysllejjr,  The; eastern  half  of  the  Area,  lies  in  the 
vallejr  floor,  and  the  western'  half 'borders  and  extends  into  the 
Sierra  mountain' range* *  Thprp  is  greatp variati  on  between  sections 
in  quality  and  quantity  of.  pasture  and  agricultural  pursuit*'  The 
counties  to  the' east  are  highly  producti've,  v;hilc  those  bordering 
on  the' mountainous  country,  are  not  suitable  for  farming,  but  im- 
port a'rrt- in  grazifxig  during  the  spring  and  summer  months*  Parts  of 
the  ivi-'ea..  have  extensive  irrigated  lands  vdiich  play  an  inportant ' 
role  in  livestock  production*  The  ‘importance  of  irrigation  in*-' ' 
creases  in  the  southern  half  of  the  San  Joaquin  'Valley  becau  se  "of 
insTufficient  rainfall* 


The”' Area  i s 'not- as  important  in  livestock  production  when ''c.oifi5)a'red' '•  -- 
w£th'''’€fie '.'-tdid ••.••Y&iljQy*-  Beef  cattle  p roducti oil  centered'  ' 
in  StMisi'du^  and -Merced counties  |t;  the  area  rep  re  s'cfat  in'g ' abo  tit  - 3S  per-  •' 
cent  of  "the  State'^s^tupply*:  Sheep  ^producti  on  important  inySan.  ' ' ' 

Joaquin^ • ‘Stanielau's.,  and  .Merced  epuntio  s,  contilbut es  ' to  the  spring  ■ 
iamh  crBp 'in ■ April ".and  May ^ the- area  having  slightly  less  than  8 per-'" 
cent  of  the  State’s  total.  Hogs  are  more  numerous  in  San  Joaquin 
and  Merced  counties  where  grain  supplies  are  more  abundant,'  the  area' 
representing  more  than  8 percent  of  the  State’s  supply*  Cal  yes  are 
pi ent ifh'h'''in  "thp  ;dairy.  section  of  the.Area^»  , , 


The  Area  is  important  in  slaughtering  facilities  v/hich, 
hold  a minprA'position  when  compared  'lAdth  the  facilities 
the  bordering  Areas*  ' ’ ' ~ - 


Percent  Statue  "Quota  'Bases'  . In  -Iha  Area 
X'cVnversioh!  Weight' ''Ba^ 


howe  verm- 
in most  of 


V .i 


No-i..  Slaughterer'S'.  ta'btle 

‘vN  ; 55  ' 4,0 

• . ^ .i.  .1  ^ 

• ' • * -i  !*■'  ' - 


7 . c 4.  ,-4  . ’ , ' 

Caly&’s  Sheep  ''"’4 -Hogs  All- SpeciesI'; 
■ 11',^.,"  '■  14*1  4 '2i0  V 

« . -M-.s 


Ther'e-*  are  55  sla-i^hte^.d'rs  in  the  "With  totaiWqusta  bases"  of  " 

39,967,505  pounds  of  dressed  meats.  Seven  of  the'  'plants  are  in 
the  Class.  1:  and  '24' -group  and. account  fo.r  75  percent  of  the  total 
quota  bas'as-*;  ,.T-he  .leading,,  county  ..in  "meat  prbdu'c'tion  ‘ is  Stanis  laus' 
'■'Which  has- a llttLe  morp  .than  50  peyc.ent  . ,pf  the  thtal  Area*'  Out- 
'■,'aide'df..'the  Los  Angeles  and  .Pro'sho.  Area's,  Stockton  has ' the  •large'st 
''pdreehtage  of  the  quota  base  in  calves.  The  2B  quota' bases  are  ''" 
mostly  distributed  among  the  36  plpjnts  in  Merced  and  Sah  Joaquin  ’ 
counties,  ' ' ■ , • 


The  distribution  of  quota  hasps  by  different  species  shows  calves 
holding  a.  high  percentage  The  heavy  demand  on  the 

p'art  p'f  whoieS'alers,yi%. the,  Sajp) Francisco  .Bay  Arpa  has  a direct 
b'eariii'g'''"on  thia’-  high' ■Calf  .oonc^entrn'tipn*,;  . '.AV'  ...’A,. .'  A . 
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Percent  Distribution  :Qf;;Quota  Bases  By  Species 
( Conver  sibn'’lf^gHt“Bas:i  s ) 


County 

■Ho#  Plants 

Cattle ■ 

• Calves 

Sheep- 

. Hogs 

San ' Joaquin 

I 23 

69*3  , 

14*6. 

'4,i-'^ 

'r  - 12,0 

Stanislaus 

’:  ■ 9 

..  .53  *6-,  .. 

36,6 

. H',9 

. -14,8  - 

Merced 

mm-.r  16. 

35,0 

60,8  , 

.1 

4,3  • 

Calaveras  . 

. = At-'  5 

60, O- 

- 22.4 

r-r  .9,5-. 

Tuolumne  -'‘i 

.mw  , 2 

54.2 

23,6 

-15,-7,,. 

Mariposa^'  ' U' 

- 

r 

Area  A^ers-ge-f 

55 

56*4 

■ 2d,  5;, 

4.1 

.•;14,0-f 

More  than  60  percent  of  the  quota  bases  in  Merped  County  is  ■ co^p^cxsed 
of  calves.  Stanislaus  is  also  irrportant  in  calf  distribution,  al- 
thbtrghTiits  jieavy  kill  in  beef  tends  to  of  fset,  its  strong  calf  po sly. 
tibn-.  San  .Joaquin  County  has,  the  highest  distribution  in  beef,  cattle 
by  vi rtue 'of-; Its. minor  iirportance  in  sheep  and  lambs.  Merced-, has  one 
of  the-. lowest., -distribution  on  cattle  because  of  the  high  position.  o.f 
cal-ve-s;  . iShecp  distribution  is  highest  in.  .gtanislaus  Cqunt-y  and  of.no 
importance  in  Merced  County.  Hog  distribution  is  spread;  fai ply  e.venly 
over,  •the;, ■-counties  with  the.  exception  of  Mer’cedo  ■_  ,, .■ ; ■.,.  , , 

The-- S.to.ckto n A-r ha.  shows  ver3^  little,,  dislocation  of  meat  supply-., in  -j 
relation  to  population  charges.,  although  decreases  in  popul.ati.-on,  in 
some  of  tlie  counties  have  improved  the  apparent  per  capita  supply* 

" ■"  ■ Holdtionghip  Of  Quota  .Bases  In- ,The  ,A.nea  To  Population  - 

County  Populati on  Percent  Change  Conversion  Apparent  Per 

Novol,  1943  Population  Since  Yleight  Of  Capita  Wedd  y 

! "i  April  1,,  1940  ; • ' : All  Species  Supply  % Lbs. 


San  Joaquin 

151,805 

4* 

13,1 

11,915,625 

1,50 

Stanislaus 

'81,348 

4. 

8.7 

20,456,878 

4,82 

Merced'..-.,!-:. 

d6, 632.. 

'..8. 

" 6,299,506  T' 

,,••-■  ;S2,59; 

Calavdras 

' • • 6,385  ' ‘ 

- 

22,3 

471,004 

-A’."  1,42 

Tuolumne 

8,360 

- 

23.2 

824,492 

1,89 

Mariposa 

3,112 

- 

44.5 

- 

- 

Tot  hi  ;-;t. 

i 297,;642„  .m  r- 

6.0 

39,,9€7,505 

, ,2.57, 

As  a resulhof  the  increase  in  population  in  San,  Jo-a  quin  I and,  Stanis- 
laus ■ couriti’e''S|  the  area,  as  a whole’  has ' shovm  ,'a  moderate »g-ain*  -The-’ 
other  counties  have  lost  population,  improving  their.iper.’ capita  .supply 
of -meat  products,  - Stanislaus  has  the  largest  apparent  ipeh-’capita  sup- 
ply. 'This -Cbuntjr  ;-as  well'  as  4feroed  moves  a large  amount  into  the  Bay 
Ared.  • ■ Oh'  the''’'''^^  this  Area  because  of  its  location  ;and  nearness  to 

supply  of  livestock  is  in  good  shape  relative  to  its  supply  _pf  meat 
products* 

: Fresrio'-Area  ' '■  : r ; .f.[.  ...;'T 

The  so  uthe  r n ■ hal  f of'^thev-San  - Joaquin  comprises -'.the  ■ Fresho,-':Ar’ea,  •,:-p.er- 
haps  Ydth  the  exception  of  ^lonC  rCounty  .and-,  to..  s,ome., extent, ,Inyo^„.-.,T]t^e 
Area  borders  on  the  Sierras  and  extends  into  the ’foothills  to  the' 


Coast  and  Tehachapi  Ranges.  Kern  County  n’t  the  southern  end  of  the 
Area,  falls  into  .the  halt  having  a low  rainfall.  The  vrhole  valley 
produces  tremenddUs ~quantitie s:-p;f'-^'ai-ns  and- hay,  -so.r'tha't  .feed' re- 
sources during  normal  times  are  in  excess  of  the  requirements* 


Beef  cattle  production  is  flexible  and  many  types-'and  .combinations...  .i!  ..' .. 
of  operdi;^i;ons  are  found  in  this  part  of  the  valley.  There  are 
large-scale  outfits,  a few  large  finishing  feodlots,  and  many  small  ■ 
farm  and..ranch  concerns.  Although  the ‘district  has  many  producing-'''- 
herds,  nt^yertheless  man^?'  thousand  head  of  feeder  c'attle  and  calves 
are  brought  in  from  other  sections  of  the  State  and  bordering  States-* 
Many  cattle  are  sold  off  grass  for  immediate  slaughter  during  May  ' 
and  June,,  but  as  in  other  parts  of  the 'State  there  has  been  a trend 
toward  '^'ylng  strictly  grass  cattle  a short  finishing  feed.  The 
Fresno  Area  leads  the  other  ^^reas  vdth'SS  percent  of  the  State’s  ’-  ' ■ 

beef  cattle -production.  Kern  Counter,  loading  , all  the  other  count! es 
in  the:  Stp to, -.produces  around  124  thousand  head,  with  Tulare'  ranking 
second-,  rv.rith  .more  than  116  thousand  head* 

In  the  pro-duetion  of  . sheep,  Kern  ranks  first  and  Fresno  County  rants  ■ • 

fourthf;  in  ,thc-;  State, . and  pro du  CQ,  a large  number  of  the'' early 'spring 
lambs'*  Sheep . are . raised  in  the  valley  itself,  in  the  adjacent  foot- 
hills and . mountains,  and  some  are  grazed  during' the  spring  on  the' 
desert  pan-geS'.pf  eastern  Kern.- County  and  adjoining  o.reas.  The  sheep-' 
and  lambs  -move;  over  into  the  }!io;^B.yG  Desert  in  March,  and  the  I'anbs'  ' 
needing  fUrther  finishing  are  moved  off  the  desert  in  the  sumiiier‘'  up'  ''  -• 
into  the  foothills  of  Mono  and  Inyo  counties*  This  Area  has  20  per-" 
cent  -of  the  --.sh'cep  , in  t.ho  State  y;hich  are  .hea'vily  concentrated  in 
Kern  and  Fresno  c.ountio;S*  Hogs  are  important  vdth  about '16  percent' 
of  the=^State’p  ■tx)tal,.  with.  Tulare,,  Fresno,  and  Madera  the  leading''- 
counties  of -'the  .Area*.  ' 


The  slaughter  structure  does  not  follow  the  production  importance''-'''--'  ' 
of  the  Fresno  Area.  Cattle  and.  calves  hold  their  o"wn  vmth  similar 
areas,  ho'w'ever,  ‘ sheep' ’hold''"“Tather- a minor- po-siti on*  •- 


"iFercent  Of'j'S.tHhc'  Quotd--Ba-scd----In  The  . 

. ( CQ'nvfTSfi  s •)  ■ • 


Mo.  Slaughterers 


Cattle 

^■6*TT^ 


Cal  ves 
12:,  3,  ' 


. Sheep 
’“1*5 


Hogs 

,4i6- 


All  Species 
5,9 


Therer.pre  40  slaughterers  in  the  Are.6.V''''yi^h  total  quota  bases  of 
57,375,082  pounds  of  dre'ss-ed  meat,  ^j^/eri'ty-one  of  the';-p'l-an ts  are 
either ;' p'i.ass  1 or  2A,’’ and’ apeount  for*  alinost  the  entire  'slaughter* 

The  remaining  IS  planis  ako'^  small  anti* '.scattered  unoi/eniy  -over  the 
Area*'w^iprn  County;-':hnsAonl-y' one  of  the, -.-Class  1 and  .;2A.,typ:e  of  plants  "• 
but  this  single  plan'd’ has’ a 'bout  a thiVd  of  the  total- quota  bases  of 
th^)---ehtir-e- i'rrfe'^a.,'-.. 'Seven' uf  the-  same  type  of  plants  are  located  in 
Fresho;-  County  und  account  for  almost  another  .third,  of  the  .quota  bases* 
TUiaf e "-and  Madiera,. epu-nti'es,  are  re-sponsible.  for  .most  of  the  Remaining ' 
quota  bases,  Fresno,  Tulare,  Kings  and  Kern  ebunties  in  the  orde't'  ' 
named  have  almost  the  entire  calf  quota* 


Simil?ir  to  the  Stockton  ali'ea,  several  of  the  counties  show  a high 
distribution  of  calf  quota  in  cori^.arison  viith  the,  other  species* 
Each  county  shows  rather’dn  urielren'  distribution 'of  quota  bases  as 
between  the  different  sqeciGs*  ' ' . 


■Percent  Distribution  Of  Quota  Bases  By  Species 
~ ^ , (Conye  ion  Wei'ght  'Basis')' 


County,  r . ..  ..... 

, No.' Plants. 

Cattle  ■ ■ 

' C al  ve  s 

Sheep. 

Hogs 

■''c^dera. . . ..  .... 

4 '" 

42.4' 

' '4,8'  ' 

• 1*0 

. 51.8 

Fr'esnq....  , 

9 

63  *0 

20.1 

1.3 

15.6'; 

> . ...  , 

- 

1 

., 

inyO 

' ; ' . 8'  , 

■■  66*7 

10  ,'8  - - 

- 10^2 

■1  ' . 12  * ,3.-.-  • 

Kings  g ■!  . -. 

- . . ^ . . 

,4‘6*7 

41*1 

- .-  •l.S; 

10.7., 

Tular,e.-.f,.,..,-  .....  . 

■ ■ 8 '■ 

■47.2 

26,2  ■ 

1.7  . 

.24*9., 

Korn-.-,;,. .....  ; 

’"•  d.;,2h  ' 

"68*4" 

6*4 

6,5 

18.7 

Area  Average' 

" ' ' 40-'  ' ■■ 

58*3 

•18..2 

2.8 

20.-.7  . 

The  ;;hca-\nr .bee f-, slaughter  in  Fresno  and  Kern  counties  is  responsible 
for.;. .the.  m.aintcnaqce,.,  of  the  relatively^  high' distribution;  of  .cattle  . .,j 
in.,  the-  quota, bases*.'..'' The'. other ' counties,-  vdth  -the  pxc.eptiQh:  of.  Inya..,-, 
fall  welh,'be,loyq  ayerag^o'  cattle  ddhtri-bution*.' ..The,  -lew  position-.  - 
of.  cahtle.,.--in  Madera  County  is  ’off'se't  b-y  the  hi'gh  ciistni.bution  of 
hogs,  the  hi,gliest’ ,in''tho'  Area*"  Kings  Couhty  shovjnthe  highest  dis- 
trihut-iqn.a.n  caX yds' which  is  rd sponsible  foh  the  low  . rating  on 
cattle*...  Cal vea ... arid  hogs  ' in' Tulare  County  have  the  advantage  of 
distributio.n. ..of  quotas  at  the  expense  of  beef*  Sheep  vrith  the. ex- 
cep  tipn..qf;,Kern. and  .Inyo  are  spread  rather  'evenly  over  all  of  the., 
counties*  .-  . ;...  ' • : ■ ■ 

' ^ i ■ . ■ - ' ' ; 

The  southern  half  of  the  San  Joaquin  'V'alloy  shows  some  differences  , . . 
in  population  changes  and  the  apparent  per  capita  supply  of  moat 
pro.duct.s#  However,  a discussion  Of -■  the  hharacte.ris:tic.s  -of -■the,  d.is 
tribution  will  reyeal  little  disloea-ti oh"' has' taken. pl-a.oe  in  -t-HG 
Fresno  Area*  *'  '■  ''  ''  " ‘hi  

Relation5hi-p'l0-f--^pgui>:tdl.BaK6.a,d:h '.The' Area- -To  Populati on 


Cp.unty; 

■w  t K.'.' 

;■  Populati  on 
iHovi’''d>1943-h 

Percent  Change  Conversion 

•Pbpul  at  ion. .Since  Weight  Of 

Apparent  Per 
, Capita  Weekly 

'April  1,  mo 

Atl  Species" 

' S upp ly  By ■ tb  s 

Madera. 

; 25,003 

'■'  + '7*2 

■ 4,796,704 

3,69 

Fr9sno; ; 

194,652 

■■  ♦ 9.0' 

■ ' 18,328,576 

1.81 

Mono.-.;  , 

, 931  , 

59*5 

Inyo 

.16,97'8' 

+122', 7 ■ 

■'  358,341 

. .40 

Kings 

34',  3 97"  ' 

- 2*2 

5, 416',  9 54 

. . 3*01 

Tul are 

108,283;.  : 

■+  1.1  ■ ■ 

12,365,098 

2*19.,- 

Kern  - . ■ ; 

.141,541  ; 

••■■:  ■ 

16,609,^34,,, 

. -■.2*25,- 

Total  . . 

521, 7,8’5 

. ' ■ y-^'  6*4‘"-'- 

> - i 5?93:76>^)a2  ; 

^•;y. 2-.13.-.C 

Mono  "and  Inyo  d'buntid&'  in -ihno-'W'ith^basic-;  trading;:-araa  di.stri.bu^i.qn'j 
do  not  belong  in  the  Fresno  .Area,! .‘  Mono;, ^County,-  al  thou^h^.witHdut 
slaughtering  facilities,  belongs  to  the  basic  trading  area  served "by 
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Rono,  Nevada.  For  the  same  reasons  Inyo  belongs  to  the  area  served 
by  Los  Angoles*  The  remaining  counties  fall  naturally  into  the 
Fresno  basic  trading  area,  although  the  distribution  of  meat  products 
in  Korn  County  is  influenced  by  the  nearness  of-  the  Los  Angeles  metro- 
politan area#  - • ' 

Fresno  County  v/ith  the  largest  tonnage  of  meat  products  on  the  basis 
of  quota  bases,  stands  below  the  average  apparent  per  capita  weekly 
supply  of  the  area  as  a whole.  This.,  apparent  shortage  is  supple- 
mented to  some  degree  by  supplies  from  Madera  .and  Merced  counties# 
Kings  Countj/"  contributes  to  a small  degree  to  Fresno  and  the  north- 
ern corner  of  Korn  County.  Because  of  the  nearness  of  Kern  .County 
to  Los  Angeles/  a sizable  tonnage  moves  into  the  many  cities  in  Los 
.nngeles  County.  On  the  whole  the  Fresno  Area  is  in  a good  position 
not  only  to  sources  of  livestock,  but  adequate  slaughtering  facili- 
ties# 


San  Jose  Area 


The  Sdii'Jose  Area  has  a wride- variety  of.  crops  and  livestock  pro—..,‘..r 

ductifih  operations,  including  small  specialized  poultrqr  or  fruit  , 

fanad;  'large  styjo  range  cattle  outfits,  and  extensive  speciatyzed 
operations  in  the  production*  of  vogcto.bles,  grains  and  f ruit s . Lo.- 
cated’l.n  the  low  mountains  and  foothills  of  the  Coast  Range,  a- great 
deaL-tyfethis  Area  is  si.iitable  for  livestock  grazing.  Range  •cattle  . 
are  ifaportant  to  the  industry,  which  includes  straight  cattle.:  opera- 
tions,. ;th.o  importation  .of  feeders  to  bo  grown  on  native,  grass  and 
pastures,  and  feedlot  finish.ing.  Counties  tributary  to'  the  San  ■ 
Francisco  Bay  and  in  the  SalinpsS  Valley  of  Monterq^'-  County'  due  to 
largo  dairy  herds,  contribute,  a,  good  suppty  of  veal  stock#  Corf-' 
centra,ted  in  the.  more,  sou thqxTL;.  counties,  beef  cattle  in  thb'  Are'd 
approximate  about  14  per.cenl  .qf  Ihc  State,’ s total#  ' - ' ■ 

Sheep production ,is-jO*fj  Ji.ttl o importance  in  the  northern  Half'  o-f 
. the.  .TiTOa.  , :.A. ,.la-rgo_>rShare,.of . .the.  production  is  centered  in  San  Benito, 
•« Moty:.o.rey,,  anH  ..San  jliUis:- .-Obispo  counties,  end  the  area  representing  ■ 
■■".only  abo'-ut:  percent  -of  the  S.tate’ s total.  Hogs  during  normal'  time's'' 

ai;e-ra'isod  .pn.-^onl.y  a ..small-  proportion  of  the  farms,  but  production''  • 
is  hea'vy  in  San  Mateo,  Monterey,  Santa  Clara  and  San  Luis  Obispo'-'  ' - 
cQUrilie's.'-  Svlhc : account  for  almost  .-.15  percent  of  tho  pro  due  ti  on 
of  the'  State,'  being  Heavily  weighted  an th:^  garbage  feds  in  Sfn^'iMatco  . 
Cqunty#;;'_ 

The' Area  has  a ' high 'porcentaty  of -the  larger  plants,  important,  in 
tho  slaughter  of  hogs  end  sheep  in  San  Mateo  County.  -The  I'ocation 
of  plantsmslaughterlng  hogs^  ..a.'dtyining  San  Francisco  County,  is  re- 
sponsible  tyor  this  high  ratio# ' " 

Re r.G.en t Of  S t.0vt..ty':,.Q.ifQ:ty!.'  ,B.a s e S I n The  -Area 
■ • -■  .fConvcr s iq'.nlVfei gh t Bas is) 


No.  Slaughterers..  Cattle  Calves  Sheep  ;■  Hogs  All  Species 
* 27  ' • . 7.9  ' - 19.2  h'21, 9 12 #6 


Thqye  are  27  slaughterers  ■ in  the' Anea^ 
132.,.044,103  pounds,  of  dressed  mo'ats# 


with,  a ..total’:  quota  base  of 
Fourteen,  of '•"'tiie  plon'ts  arc  in 
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the  Class  1 and  2A  and  are  responsible  for  almost *thd  entire 

quota,  bases..  Tvro  National  Packers,  the  only, ones  in  Northern  Cali- 
fornia, arc  , located  in  So.n- Mato  County  o.nd  account  for  85  'porcent 
of  the  hog  quota  bases.  San  Mateo  County'-  also  leads  in  cattle'  and 
lamb  quota  bases.  Santa  Clara  is  next  in  line  in  all  species  of 
livestock,  and  Santa  Cryz  is  third  in.  all  species.  Sn.n  Benito  has 
the  edge  on  the  remaining  c.O;untie-s* 


The  distribution  of  the  ouota  bases  by  different*  species  show  some 
wide  variations.  Cattle  are  relegated  to  a low.  position  bebauso  of 
the  proponderanco..  of  hogs-  a.nd  .{sheep  .in- San' Mateo  County » • ' 


P.cncont  Idatri'i^ution  Of  Quota  Bases  -By  Species 


. ■; . (Conversion  ' 

eight  Basis) 

Coun-fcy  No 

. Plants  Cattle 

Calves 

Sheep 

Hogs 

San  Mateo 

5 18,3' 

.3  ■ 

22.9 

58.5 

Santa  Clara 

.,,.6.,  63.7 

5.6 

■ ^ Sib- 

‘24.2 

Santa  Cruz,, 

4 E7.1 

■6.2  ■ 

■--■  .-6,4^ 

20,3  ' 

Monte.roy: 

3 57.1 

9.5 

- 2i-l 

■31.S 

San  Benito  . . 

2 82.2 

7.2 

• 2. '6’ 

■ 8,0  ^ 

San, Luis  Qbispo 

. 7 49.7 

16.1  - . . 

. {:■:  ■ 1.3^  -' 

33>0 

Area  Average 

.27  33.3 

2.6^  ■ 1. 

■ - ^7.^2-  _ 

'46W 

Ho  g s do  lai  na  1 0 in 

the  distribution  of 

so  ccio  s in 

the  quQ-ba,  .ha 

ses.  ^ S^an: 

Mateo  CO-Unty  quota -bases  arc  he  avily  wbighted  with  hogs  and  .practi- - . 

cally  nil  in  calvos.  This  county  because'  of  its  closeno ss.  to  gqrbago 
feed  op-era tions  -and  p'rocessing  facilities  of  the  tvra  National.  P-ackers  • 
swings  tho'diatribution’ of  quota  bases  in  the  direction  of  hogs. .lEvery  *■ 
county  ts  important -iri  distribution  of.  hogs  with  the  exception  of  .ban  • 
Benito,  v-bich  ranks  first  in  cattle  distribution.  Santa  Clara  swings 
hoavily  toward  beef  following  the  general  distribution  of  the.  other  ; 
countie s ‘wit-h 'th'e  .-exception  of  Monterey  and  Sen  Luis  Obispo.  Sheep  in -• 
San, -Mateo-  County  more  "important  in  the  distribution  than  cattle^  be-- 
cause  of  'the  he'a-v^^  demand  in  tho  ‘Bay 'are.a-.  . The  calf  distribution  stays 
lov/  beca'us'O  Of -the  'coiripeti-tion*  of  small  killers  in  the  back  country. 

Every  count|,{-- shows,  a gai.n  in  population  with  the  exception  of-  'Santa 
Cruz.  ThG*.Area  has  some  very  mde  differences  o.s  between  counties  in 
connection  va-th  the  apparent --per  capita  supply.  San  Mateo  ed'joihing 
San  Francisco  County'’  reveals  an  unusually  high  per  capita^  but  ai> ■ex- 
amination of  the  distribution  of  the  meat  products  v/ill  G3q)lain  this 
high  per  capita,  ; ■ 

Relationship  Qf  Quota  Bases  In  The  Area  To  Population  - 


County  ' Population 
Nov. 1,1943 

San  Mateo  136’>'574”" 

Santa  Clara  191,811 

Santa Cruz  . 43*709 

Monterey.-  -•■■■- 84,802 

San  Beni-fcd  11,717 

San  Luis'. 'Obispo  ’39', 681 
Total  '508,294  ' 


Percent  Change, 
Population  Since 
April  1,  1940  : 

. .'A;-"'2E^-““’Vvr 

f 11.3 

; -b  3s,Q : 

+ 2.9 

V"  19,4 
' 14:B  ' 


Conyers ion  Apparent  Per 
Weight  Of  Capita  Weekly 
All  ^ecies  Supply  By  Lbs. 

E8, 025, 160  12.40 

20,997,403  2.11 

12,896,743  ■ , k.::-  . .fc.56.„.  . . 


3,264,841  ■ .75 

, 3,755,882..  6.. 15 

: ,.3,104,074  1*5.0  - 


X32, 644,103  4,99  ' 
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Tho  tT/TO  National  Packers  located  in  San  Matoo.  County  thro?/  the  county 
out  of  proportion  as  to  its  {^parent  per  capita  supply.  Those  pack- 
ers and  one  largo  independent  are  considered  a part  of  tho  Son  Fran- 
cisco Bay  trading  area.  Located  in  South  San  Francisco,  those  three 
plants  do.  not  onljr  have  tho  advantage  of  tho  stockyards  and  the  gar- 
bage hog  feeders,  but  also  the  advantage  of  distilbutihgtheir  products 
in  tho  hoavily  populated  Bay  Area,  These  plants  deliver  thoir  pro- 
ducts to  the  cities  on  both  sides  of  the  Bay  and  down  tho  Peninsula 
into  Santa  Clara  County.  Both  National  Packers  maintain  wholesale 
jobbing  houses  in  San  Francisco,  catering  to  the  hotel  and  restaurant 
trade*  . , 

Santa-  C la T:0;  and  ,S;anta  Cruz  disregard  count}/  lines  in  tho  distribu- 
tiolT'''5’f''''tlre±T  meat  products,  -Like  Son  Mateo  County,,  they  cross  ■.ea'ch  , 
othcrS:^l^pnders  end  extend  their  operations  into  San  Francisco,  ahei 
into  the  counties  on  the  Oakland  side  of  the  Bay,  This  wido  distri- 
bution flattens  out  the  high  per  capita  in  San  Mateo  Countv  and  brings 
the  lo?;  apparent  .supply  of  Santa  Cruz  into  the- higher  levels,.  Mon-  . i 
toroy,..  a,  deficit  ..county  under  the  .quotas,  received  some  help  from  the 
appar.ent  high  supp.ly.  ii.i  ...San  Beni  to '■  County,  Sah-Luis  Obispo  Count}/,, 
also  a.  deficit  county  under  the  quotas,  has  a problem  of  sufficient 
meat  supplies  if  quo-tas '-v/dro  again  put  into  effect.  Like  many  other 
counties,  San  Lu.is  .Obi spo^.b e came  a'  deficit  ar-eCt  when  the  largo  pack- 
ers pulled  out . of  their  extended  territories* 

, ■ Lo  s Tmg  o 1 o s Air  e a - 

Greats ,4iyp;rsi-t}t  pf  climate,  soil,  topography,  and  oLgrlcultural  condi- 
t i ons;. ,p.har4p.i;p r 1 z d.' Los  Angeles  Area*  Parts  of  the.^-ulrea  .are  moun- 
tainous > some'  in  desert, ‘while  largo  tracts' of  land  under-  irrigation 
are  suitable,  for  ag^ricultur o.  Rainfall  varies  from  small  amounts  in 
tho  ..oastprn  d.oso.rt  ..sections  to  an  average  of  IS'  inches ‘in.-thh  .. coastal 
soction  of  Santa  Barbara  and  Ventura  counties*  ' 

The  Area,  better  knovm  for  its  production' 'of  bitrus  fruits,,  walnuts,--, 
and  vegetables,  nevertheless  ranks  high  in  the  "production  of  live- 
stock, The  bulk  , of  -the  livestock  is  located  in  and  adjacent  to  ir- 
rigated areas  ?rhere  many  speciali.z.dd...dp.efbt.iipi^ilarp  carried  .on.  Feed 
production  in  the  Area  is  inadequate  - to  Care  for  4ocal  livestock  re- 
quirement,Sj  no Gcssitating  the  importation  of  substantial  quantities 
of  conc'cht-ratcs  and  hay*  . A AbA  .AbVj-'i  ^ 

Beef  cattle  production,  representing  atpund  12  percent  of  the.State*'s 
total,  .operates  un^cr  a variety  of  condi'tions.  Large-scale  herds  of 
range  cattle  o.ro  .found  mo.inly  in  Santh'  Barbara  Gouiab/,  Most  of  the 
comracrcial"  and  p'rl.'vato  cattle  feeding’  establi shmehts  are' in  Los  Mgele 
County,  ^ Most  cattle  are  broiight  in  hov/ev'er  from  other  States,  .Old 
Mexico,  and  othor’-^rts  of -Chllfornia, ’.since  producing  beef  herds  are 
comparatively  scared  locally,  . ’ . . 

Sheep  production  is  not  important,-  the  'Area  having  only- .bbout  4 per- 
cent. .e'f  thoAStato’ s total,  Los  Angolas  County  ranks-  first  with  about 
36,660  head,  'Aiversidc  soco-nd  with  27,000  head,  San"  Bernardino  third 
V'/ith  21,000  head,  and . tho  remaindor  scattered  thinly  over  tho  other 
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counties.  Hog  production  is  important  with  more  than  18  percent  of 
California  production,  and  is  mainl^r  concentrated  in  several  large- 
scale  specialized  establishments  in  bos  Angelos  and  San  Bernardino 
counties.  Those  in  and  near  the  metropolitan  Los  luigclos  area  are 
limited  to  garbage  feeding.  This  method  of  feeding  includes  exten- 
sive use  of  various  kinds  of  grains. 

Not  only  do  quota  bases  show  a high  percentage  of  concentration  in  ' 
this  Ar^a,  but  a- high  concentration  in  Los  .■mgelcs  County.  The  im— 
portanc'j'  of  quot'a  bases  in  this  Area  when  compared  i/dth  the  State, -m- 
havc  littlo' relatibnship  to  the'  low  livestock  production  of  thc  Afea. 

Percent  Of  State  Quota  Bases  In  The  Area  ' 

(Conversion  Ifoight  Basis) 

No. ••Slaughterers  A , ■ Cattle  Cal vos  Sheep  Hogs  iJl  Spocies  ; ; 

. 69'  . .i  - .49,7  56.1  44.8  53.1  ,50.5 

ThGre''arG  69  'slaughterers  in  the  Area,'  with  total  quota  bases  of 
526-,657^821  pounds  of:  dressed  meats.  This  'Area  has  not  only  the  . j 
largest' nuraber'" of  slaughterers,  but'  the  highest  percentage  of  quota 
bases,'  Tho^Class  1 nnd  2^.  independent^  md  National  Packers  share  . > 
about'-equal  honors  in  the  division  of.  quota  bases  on  the  basis  of'  - 
conversion  weight.  The  independent'  slaughterers  operating  under 
this  t;^G  of  license  have  a'decided  edge  on  the  beef  quotas,  more 
than  1^  to  1,  while  the  National  Packers  under  the  same  type  of  li- 
cense have  the  advantage  in  the  calf,^  sheep,  and  hog  quota  bases* 
Almost  the  entire  quota  bases  of  the  Area  falls  in  t he  group  operat- 
ing under  'either  a : Class  laor  ,2A  license,  which  o.re  concentrated/ in  - 
Los 'Angeles  County.  The  higH'.  concentration  of  •C'^lvos  has  a, direct.  ■ 
relationship  ' to  the  important ' dairy  industry  of , Seuthom  :Califoraia*' 

The  distribution  Of-  'quota  bases  by  different  species  of  livesto.ck 
is  held  close  to  the  average  of  other  Areas  by  the  heavy  concentra.-: : 
tion  of  cattle  among  the  independent  packers.  Otherwise,  the  dis- 
tribution of  /-battle  to  the  other  species  would  fall  sharply  below:-.,... 
the  average- of almost  every  other  Area.  .-  A .• 


■>  Percent  Pi stributian:  Of  QuotaaBases:’By  Species 
■■  ' (conversion  Weight.  Basis:')  /.'  ~ 


County  No, 

Plants 

Cattle 

Calves 

. ; She  ep 

Hogs 

Santa.'  Barba,ra 

8 

.:  :./70,i' 

' . - '1^,0. 

. . • 2.4 

8.6 

Ventura  ' -.-  ■ 

2 

A/-.  5:7  i8 

:10i6- 

.3 

51,3  . 

Los  .ihgele s' 

43 

. ' 52.3 

8.8-  ■ • 

10.3 

28.6 

Sah  Bernardino  : 

• 9 

. 75.3:  ■ 

- 7.4. 

4.2 

I3;l 

Orange  . ■ ''  e 

1 

i60.Be- 

.'1.6  - 

5,6 

.32,0 

Riverside  ''  - 

6 

•57>9, 

r 14.9  - 

2.9 

24.3  . 

Area -Average 

69 

52,1 

9*5 

9.9  -. 

28,5 

The,  di  st-rib'ut'i'On 

of  quote 

bases  by  sp 

ocics  is 

influenced 

by  .tho'-  di  s- 

tribution'  in  Lbs 

Angelos 

County,  beca 

use'  of  the  high  concentration 

of  quota  base's  -'in 

that  oe 

iunty.  Cattl 

e'  follows 

just  about 

tjic  same 
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general  pattern  of  the  other  Areas.  San  Bernardino  has  the  highest 
percentage  in  the  cattle  colvunn,  achieved  at  the  cixpenso  of  the 
other  species.  Santa  Barbara  has  the  next  highest  rating  in  co.ttle, 
T/ith  sheep  and 'hogs  playing  a jninor  role.  Orojtige  County  ranlcs  third 
in  cattle  distribution,  but  neves  up  to  first  place  in  hogs  at  the 
expense  of  calves  and  sheep.  Calf  distribution  is  important  in  only 
three  counties,  while  sheep  lead  in  Los  Angeles  County.  The  distri- 
bution of  the  hog  quota  has  a fairly  uniform  percentage  in  every 
county  vdth  the  exception  of  Sojita  Barbara  and  San  Bernardino. 

Los  Angeles  County  vd.  11  play  the  important  role  in  the  relationship 
of  quota  bases  to  population.  This  county  being  the  hub  of  V ; 
.slaughter  operations,  likev/ise  has  a definite  bearing  on  the.  meat 
supplies  of  the  o-ther  counties.  ar: 


^Relationship  Of  Quoba  Bases  In  The  Area  To  Population 


County,;  -g:. 

Population 

Percent  -Change 

Conversion 

Apparent  Per  ' 

Wov.  1,1943 

Population  Since 

Weijdit  Of 

Capita  V^elcly 

i\_)ril  l',.  1940 

lill  Species 

Supply  By  Lbs. 

Santa  atrbara 

' 74,629 

* 5;s 

131,472 

..  ■ * 

•35 

Ventura;"''^ 

75,992 

* 9.1  ■ 

534,646 

.13  . 

Los  img'Oles' 

■ 3,138,797 

♦ 12.8 

515,063,863 

3.15' 

San  Bernardino  185,081 

4-  14.9 

6,547,268 

.§7 

Orange 

153,253 

♦ 17.2 

2,891,176 

.36 

Riverside 

122,335 

. 20.1 

425,475 

' ' . .09 

Total 

3,749,987 

♦ 13.0 

526,657,821 

1.40 

This  statistical’  coinpilation  of  the  apparent  p-ef-'-oap-itav  weekly  sup-,, 
ply  based -pn  the  outstanding  quota  bases,  reveals. the  reasons  for_ 
the  acute  meat  shortage  in  the  Los  fingelos  Area  during  the  period' 
of  quotas.  The  Area  was  declared  a critical  price  district  by^the 
Office  of. 'Price  Administration  for  the  purpose' of  attracting  meat"' 
supplies  into  the  different  counties.  The  low  per  Capita  in  every 
county  vdth  the  exception  of  Los  Ajigeles,  indicates  'the  responsi- 
bility>ef  this  coun'ty  to  move  meat  .products  to  them.  The  diffi- 
culties^ under  which  packers  had  to.  .qperatq  caused  many,  of  them  to 
pull  in  their  distribution  from  the  more  distant  markets',  bringing 
chaotic  conditions  in  most  parts,  of  oyery  county  vdth  the  possible 
excoptp-on-  of  Los  .Angeles.  „ , 


I'leat  distribution  in  Lo s.  .ingol.es  County,  can  be  likened  to  a wagon 
v/heel,  vdth  Los  Angeles  as-theyh.ub-;--dBd~the- other -coiunties... as  the 
spokes.  Southern  California"  histo  rically  has  alv;-ays  been  a cow 
and  pork  market.  The  slaughte,.r  ,,of  cows  due  to  the' largo  dairies 

has  bech"hlgher  in  this  part— of the  State,  although....Aome.', packers 

specialize  in  tlie  better  grades  of  steer  beef.  A quick  glance  at 
the  above  table  rqveals  that  e’ven  vdth  good  distribution,  Los 
Angelos.^Qo'unty  has.'Adifficultjr  dn  furnishing-  sufficient  meat  sup- 
plies to  every  county  in  the  ilroa.  If  quotas  vrore  again  put  into 
effect,  the  Area  would  become  a critical  one  again. 


- Z6 


San  Diego  Area 

The  San  Diego  Area  has  a great  deal  in  coinr.ion  with  the  Los  jilngoles 
Ahca  in  topograx^hy,  'clinate,  soil  and  agricultural  pursuits*  The. 
climate  is  mild  in  San  Diego  County  but  Imperial  has  hot  summers* 
Feed  production  follows  about  the  same  pattern  as  in  the  Los;  .Angeles 
Area,  but  some  portions  of  the  Area,  particularly  the  Imperial  Val;-' 
Icy,  produce  hay  and  grain  in  excess  of  their  local  needs.  Practi- 
cally all  such  surplus  feeds  arc  used  in  other  parts  of  the  Area,#':’- 
Beef  cattle  production  represents  about  5 percent  of  the  State* s. 
total, -with  largo  range  herds  concentrated  in  San  Diego  County.  -:In 
the ' Im.erial  Vallo5r,  beef  production  is' primarily  a market-finishing 
process,  based  upon  the  use  of  irrigated  p astures,  foedlots,  and  ' 
combinations  of  the  tivo* 

Sh.eep ....production  is  not  iiiporta.nt  except  in  the  Inperial-. Valley 
where’- several  thousand  head  of  evres  dre  lambed  in  early  winter,  and 
whore  many  lambs  are  fattened  on  pastures  each  printer.  With  almost 
2 percent  of  the  State's  total  production.  Imperial , County  has  about 
83  pcrcont  of  the.  Ate a'Ls-_ production.  Hog  productionr-is-'-ifip'ortant  in 
Imperial'TCouhty 'and  to  a lessor  degree  in 'San  Diego,  These  two 
counties,  oonprisi.ng ,.thP-.  entire  Area,  have  almost'  7, p ercont  of  -bhe-- 
S'£at.o i-s- jJ-pediic •-r-r'' r-*  y.  — 


r. 


’“Tlais.-lfiroa,  •'one -of  l“eas^-%r:portancb''“fn'  slaughtering  facilities,  has 
been  one  of  the  most  critical  meat  shortage  areas  in  the.  Stpifee  under 
the  ^qpptas*  i ' ■-*  * '■  . 

Pofce]jLt'-'~Df' -State  Quota ‘Bases  In  The*' Area 
VP,  i .! ' ' i^'Genversi'on  Weight  Basi s)  . ' 


No . Slc^ught  cror s 1.  ! ■■  Cattle.  Calves  A Sheep  ■ Hogs'" 
11  1,6  1.2  #3  1.0 


All  Sp  peje  § 

• 1#2  . .... 


There  are  11^  sl'a-ughtorers  in  the  ^Iroa,  with  a total  quota  base  6'f 
12,778'j211  pbuhds..'pf  dpossed  moats.  Four  of'  the  plants  are  either 
Class  i or  2A,  . accounting^ for  almost  the  entire  quota  baso./of  the-., 
Areai  A large  p'prtion  of  the  slaughtGn.^'operation  is  centered  in.  \ 
San  Dxogo''^0ounty,  rnd  the ,■  percentage:; .of  the  quota,  bases  in  the  Area 
is  very  o'^only  divided  botxvocn  the. .different  species  of  livestock# 

The  dis tri'bution  of,  quota  bases  by  di-ffofont  specie s reveals  a"  . 
iiigh  percentarge  in  .the  .cattle  columrip  with  hogs  next  in  iiiportance# 

Percent  Etstribution  Of  Quota  Bases  By  Species  ' 

(conversion  Weight  Basis)  , , . 


County 

Imperial 
San  Diego 
Area  .iverago 


No.  Plants: 


_9 

11 


Cdttle 

. :6Q,I . 

. 6 9o7  :; 

.■■eTTB-;.. 


Calves 

4*4 

9*7 

8,4 


She 


3.1 

2 -lO 


..,  Hogs 

32,4 
'■  18.1 


21,6 
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Tliis  Area  is  one  in  Tfhich  beef  slo-u^htor  dominates.  A largo  share 
of  the  cattlo  quota  is  in  San  Diego  County  \rhich  ranks  highest  in 
porcentage  'distribution  in  this  specie  of  livestock.  Calves  and 
sheep  are  not  iirportmt  in  either  of,  the  2 counties.  Hogs  make  up 
most  of  tho  remaining  percentage* 

This  Area  having  tho  highest  percent  increase  in  population  re- 
flected sharply  tho  problem -of  m-oat  shortages.  The  following 
table  ref-oals  the  relationship  to  population  changes  and  quota 
bases* 

Relation ship  Of  Quota  Bases  In  The  Area  To  Population 


County 


Populati on  Percent  Change  Conversion 

Ho V.  1,.  1945  Population  Since  Weight  Of 

Ap ril  I,,  1940  iill  Specie s 


Apparent  Per 
Cap  it  a ' Weekly 
Supp ly  By  Lbs* 


Imperial  43,104 
San  Diego  394,569 
Total  437,673 


--  27o8  3,168,083 
^ 42c9  S’,610,128 
.i-  o0«3  12,778,211 


1.40 
o46 
• 52 


One  can  readily  see  the  difficulties  this  Area  had  under  tho  quota 
system*  ‘'.'hile  the  population  was  increasing,  packers  began  to  pull 
in  their  extended  territorio s' to  their  immediate  trading  areas*  A 
large  packer  in  Arizona  mthdre-w  its  distribution  from  California, 
affecting  not  only  Inperial  and  Sen  Diego  counties  but  several  in 
the  Los  fuigoles  Area.  In  order  to  keep  barely  adcqua.to  moat  sup- 
plies mo'ving  into  this  area,  several  of  tiie  large  packers  in  Los 
Angeles  shipped  a constar.t  supply  to  those  counties.  If  quotas  arc 
again  put  into  effect,  critical  moat  shortages  vd.ll  develop  almost 
iimacd lately.  This  *lrea  may  continue  ±o  bo  one  of  the  most  difficult 
meat  areas  in  the  State*  ' i, 

f*  ; ■ 

Current  Livestock  /uid  Moat  Situation 

.The  agrlcul'bural  economy  of  tho  Sta,tc  has.  never  been -entirely  ..in- 
tegrated with  livestock  production,  irhich  places  the,  latter  in  a 
precarious  position  during;  periods  of  .low  rainfall.  S to  clone  n have 
depended  upon  range  grass  during y/intor  and-  sprang  months -to; put 
growth  and  weight  on' their  cattle,  and  to  fa.ttcn'  thc  early  lamb 
crop.  Livestock ' p rbducors  follovr  the  sa.mc  general  pattern  during 
tho  suiffiner  months,  using  grass  lands  in  the  foothills,  and  pastures 
at  higher  elevations  in  the  late  suminor.  If  tho  pasture  fails  to 
mature  bocause  qf ■ insufficient  redns  in  the  floor  of  the  valleys 
and  snovf  at  high  ' ole vations,  livcs'fcock  must  turn  to  supplemental 
feeding  or  move  to  market  in  poor  finish* 

Luring  a period  of  national  feed  sho'rtagc,  stockmen  in  California 
now  face  the  very  realistic  problem  of  not  only  having  to  winter 
their  livestock,  but  to  finish  them  for  mnrkot.  After  seven  years 
of  good  rainfall  dn  Co.lifornia  vd.th  pasture  to  spare,  stoclamen  are 
again  faced  v/ith  one  of  those  lean  pasture  and  feed  periods  vfhich 
has.,  every  indication  of  developing  into  one  of  the  worst  droughts 
since  1924r,  Unless  a high  degree  of  organization  and  timing  is 
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exercised  in  no-vinj^  the  poorly  finished  livestock  in  orderly  pro- 
portions to  ionrket  r.nd  fosdlots,  a chaotic  condition  v;ill  develop 
TJ’hich  may  not  only  cripple  the  livestock  industry,  but  also  create 
an  acute  shortage  in  our  meat  supply  on  the  Pacific  Coast# 

Stockmen  experienced  a poor  winter  growing  season,  and  spring 
failed  to  develop  the  pastures  to  a degree  which  would  place  their 
livestock  on  thd  market  in  killing  flesh.  Therefore,  the  movement 
of  co.ttle  and  Isurbs  to  market  v/ill  be  influenced  by  feed  rather 
that  .price©  Because  of  the  poor  condition  of  the  po.s tunes,,  the 
shortage  and  high  price  of  concentrates,  it  became  apparent  early 
in  larch  that  a difficul situation  was  developing,  even  before 
the  spring  feed  became  a factor.  Most  observers  were  of  the  opin- 
ion that  the  baclw;ard  growing  season  would  move  cattle  to  market 
in  the  greatest  numbers  during  Juno,  and-thc  lambs  in  May,  Hov\r- 
Gvor,  because  of  the  contiriuod  cold  .weather  and  lack  of  moistare 
during  the  latter  part  of  March  and  early  hpril,  the‘  rapidly  drying 
pastures  will  drive  the  ca^ttle  to  market  in  May  axid  a larger  per- 
centa.'go  of  the  spring  lambs  in  April©  This  sudden  reversal  of  feed 
pfospects  has  created  a serious  and  oven  critical  situation.  A 
more  detailed  discussion  of  cattle  and  lambs  will  reveal  the  .-ex- 
tent and  seriousness  of  the  situation# 

The  largest  number  of  cattle  in  some  years  vxas  carried  over  and 
•placed  on  Td liter  a.nd  sp ring  pastures • Because  of  poor  growing  con- 
ditions earlier  in  the  vdntor,  it  soon  became  apparent  that  the 
ranges  wore  overstockedo  It  was  discovered  also  .that  the  irrigated 
pastures  were  in  poor  condition.  Further,  the  Ladino  clover  pas- 
tures were  contracted  for  by  the  sheep  men,  but  they  w.buld  not  bo 
in  pasturing,  conditi’S-n  .until  late  in  April,  Very  few  of  the  cattle- 
men wore  successful  in  securing  any“ pasture,  a.nd  feeders  are  appar- 
ently not  interested  unless  the  price  drops  to  ’ a level  in  lino  vdth 
feed  prices*  .Sto.qhmch  came:faoc  to  face  vdth.a,  situation  v/hich 
challenged-  the  inge.nuity  of '.dho  ..  entire  industry#  .Every ono  bega.n  to 
.look  for  pasture,  lands  'throu.ghoub  the  State  and  the  bordering  States# 

.During  normal  years  more  'cattle - wo.uld  hpwvo  been  in  California  feed- 
lots,  an,d  slaughterers  would  have  ..begun  to  cut  down  on  tlieir  out-of— 
State  purchases  around  the  month  of  March,  . However,  because  of  the 
shortage  of  California  fcedlot.co.t tie,  they  are  continuing  to  draw 
heavily  upon  Denver^  and  somo, .of  the  River  markets  for  thoir  fat 
cattlo.  It  is  problomatical  if  the  slaught.o,rGrs  vdll  coasc  their 
purchasG  of-.-out-of-Stc'.to,  fat  cattle  and  svdtch  entirely  to  the  util- 
ity and  coromercicul  grass 'kinds.  Ho  doubt  they  vrill  continue  such 
purchases  as  long  as  these  fat  cattle  o.rc  available,  even  at  higher 
prices;  and  this  vrill  be  at  the  expense  of  the  Crlifornia  grass 
cattle.  W.e  .m'uy  cx;xG'ct,  however,  a heavy  grass  cattle  movement  dur- 
ing the  month  of  May  at  prices  attractive  enough  to  pcriait  then  to 
at  least  partially,  abandon  thoir  purchase  of  fat  cattle  in  tho  mid- 

VfOSt', 


Many  observers  arc  of  tho  opinion  that  this  movement  will  go  to  im- 
mediato  slaughter  unless  a foedlot  demand  can  bo  developed.  To 
create  such  a doraand  a much  greater  price  spread  must  develop  botiTccn 


feeder  and  fat.^cattle^  ' Some  packers,  and  'o"ther  ^interested  persons, 
are  talking  about  a 4 cent  spread,  which  Would  place  the  feeder  price 
around  10 -cents*  Just/ as^important,  food  conditions  on  ranges,  parti- 
cularly-'-in  the:..fc othillp,  higher  el  evdtions  , . and',  irrigated  .pastures, 
will  prevent  the  carrying  oyer  of  hofmal  cattle  numbers  to  provide  a '' 
raeat  supply  for  late  summer  and  early- fall.  On  the  other  hpnd,fthe 
feedcrr  e&tttle  market  may  become  so  ’ depressed  by  June  -that  Jt  wili' 
enc our a-gd'  heavy  feedlot  operations^  This  Could  develop  if  the'mbve- 
ment  df' ‘grass  cattle  becomes  so  concentrated  that  slaughter  fapil’i-  ’ 
tic  s VtouM  not  be  able  to  handle  the  supply.  . h.  . ' 


To  further  complicate  the  situation,  there  is  a larger  tha  n normal . f 
calf  vealing  program.  This  means  that  there  will  be  a heavy  run.-,of,  ;j 
veal  around',  the  pealc’movement  of  , grass  cattle.  The  normal  movCmenJ:,;-'.- 
of  stock*er  cattle  is  not  anticipated,  and  the  present  outlook , ind-i-; 
cates  this  class  is  due  for  price  declines'  through  the  summers  . The-;,- 
combination  of  those  possibilities  threatens  .our  meat  supply  next 
winter,,  r eproducers  a-re>  advised  to  lay  in  a supf ly  of  ■ ooncentrate^S-;'.  - 
and  .buil'd 'up  their  supply  of  hay  because  very  little  old  grass  ic.an.^,.-^ 
be  .counted  dpori'  for  "next  fall,..  Taking  a,  closer  look^  at  the  movement 
of  grass  cattle'  in  the -'different  producing  afeas  -wiil  reveal  the  tadc 
just  ahead,-  ■ ■ , • 

Theyeistimate’d' moyoftent  of  grass  cattle  during- the  ne xt' 4 'months  will 
reach,  a .total. 'of ■ almost  423,00(1  head,  an  increa*se  of  18' percent  over 
1943-,  The  .largest  .iherease'  in  numbers  is-  centered  in  the- 'San  Joaq'uia 
ajid  Sacramento,  yallcysj  rciiging  from  20  to  25  percent.  Sine'e  the  - 
earljr  movement  of  the  so  cattle  vdll  run  largely  to  feeder  fle*shy  they 
will  be  appro^cima.tely  15  to  20  percent  lighter  in  weight  than' last 
year.,  , -San. Joaquin' Valley  will  furnish  51  percent  of  the  movement, 
SacromentQ  Val ,1^7- 24  p ercont,  " the-.  South  Coast  21  percent,  and  the '• 
North  Coast  4 . percent,  Tv/enty  percent  of  them  virill  probably  mOVe  to-, 
market  for  immediate  slaughter- or-’ to  . feedlots  during  xVpril,  Forty 
poncent  vi}ill  m'oye  in  May,  ‘25  percent  in  June,  and.  the  remaining  15 
percent. , in  -J.uly,  . . ' ' ■ ■■  ' , ' ' - i--  ' 


The  vealihg  pro!gram  .will  send,  to  market  around -90',  000  head' .over /the  ;. 
same' ‘pe  rid'd,'  which  is  'an  increase  of  28  percent  over  last  .year _ 
The 'largest  -increase- ds- also  oen'fcored  in  the ‘San- Joaquin  ' and  .Sacra-,  ' 
ment§)  Valleys-.  Thirt57;-:K.ve  percent  t/ill  go-’ to  market  in  .^ril^,,;. 

4p  percent  in  May,  20  percent  in  June,'  and  the'  remhining  ,:5  percent. 
in'^Juiyi--  ' These  c alyes  apparentljr  will  rea.ch  the  peak  movement  in 
earl'y  May^  and  perhaps  ho.ve  a tendency  tc  depress  the  cattle  moyG~ 
ii'oht,-  The  movement  of  cattle  off  gra'ss,  a-  hd  -the,  moycraout  of  caVves 
r'e suitings  from  the  voaler  program,  are  only  parts, '.'of.  the  .livestock 
marketing-' picture.  The  spring  lainb  movement  will:  play-  a -definite 
fold  in  t^hO-  successful  marketing'  of  grass  'cattle >;and  ;oalves,  . 

The-  spring lamb  oUtlook  is  similar  to  that  of  ca,ttle.  Some  are  of. 
the, ■opiniop.'^^at'i't  is  far  moro..acute  becau.se  of  the'  generally.  : . 
po.qr  condition' of  the  - lambs  and  the  need  ..for .,  sumrae'f  feed.  - Lamb 
marko'hings  yviii'be'-'ia.'rge-ly  bn"'.-a.- feeder  . basi  s.,-  , Clontracting  -has'  --  r 
been  slow,  dd- f do'ders,  -and  ma  .ny  sh-eep.men  ,.vnlV  be' faced' vdth  the 
rv3.CGssity,  of' '''cutting  dowri-'tn  cswo  ,ba.nds.i  e -spepiaily/wittr  ’full ^ago'd 
sheep*  ' Many  shOepmon -wil'l-  shean- IcyibrO . thi.s  ^.sprin'g,  and  cH-rr-y them 
on  Ladino  clover  for  lato  marketing*  This -vd ,11  "further 'disturb  : f-. 
the  feed  situation  because  the  competition  for  surdmer" feed-' will  . ; 
be  extensive  bo'twoon  cattle  and  sheep,,  and  the  clover  fields  are 
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slow  in  . getting  started.  Most  iirportdnt 'in  connection  vdth  the 
marketing  of  spring  Inmbs,  besides  the  poor  finish,  is  that  almost 
the  entire  crop  vrill  come  onto  the  market  at  the  same  time* 

Spring  lambs  in  the  Sar;  Joaquin  Valley  arc  generally  first  to  come 
to  mapket,  follov;cd  a month  or  so  later  by  those  . fn  the  Sacramento 
Valley*  . Grov/ing  conditions  v/ero  a little  more  favorable  in  the 
San  Joaqui.n  Valley,  while  the  grass  on  the  floor  and  upper  end  of 
the  Sacramento  Valley  took  a bad' turn  in  late  March  and  early  ji^pril* 
Feed  conditions  will  throw  the  lambs  in  these  two  ir^jortant  produc- 
ing areas 'onto  the  mrket  at  the  some  time,  Conplications  have  de- 
veloped in  the  movement  of  lambs  in  the  southern  half  of  San’  Joaquin 
;;Val ley  'Over  to  the  Mdja.vo  Desert*  Feed , in.^the  desert  had  a godd  " 
..start;,  but  cold  weather  prevented  favorable  grazing  conditions  and' 
the  Lambs 'iiia.y' hot  finish  out  ns  c:q)octed»  Like  cattle,  the  spring 
lambs,  are,  faced  ivith  the  problem  of  looking  for  a feeder  market* 

Food  edriditions  demand  that  more . than,  one  million  head  of  spring 
lambs  will  have'  to  move  during  the  next  6 weeks*  Those  lambs  in 
contrast  to  the  crop  last  year  will  run  high  into  the  lower  grades 
and  feeder  class.  The  early  trade  estimate  places  around  50  percent 
of  the  total  crop  in  comiiiercial  grade  for  slaughter  or  further  feed- 
ing, Onlv  20  percent  df'  thdm  will  reach  the  gqqd  and'i'choice  grade 
f..qr  ;,imKiGdia.t.e  s'lau'ghter*  The  ;rcnaining  20  percent  are  JOither  classed 
as  l.i;ght  feicdors  or  culls  for  slaughter.  The  vholo  spring  lamb  deal 
.is.  predicated  upon  the  outlets' V'di'ich  may  develop  for  feeder  lambs  j 
othormso,  complications  beyond  the  control  of  the  producer^  may  have 
a tendency  to  demoralize  thb  entire  marketing  of  the  spring ' lamb- crop* 

s'''''"  . . »r  ■ . . • - 

Outstand-ihg  among i these  dislocating  factors  is  the  ohe  of  timing  the 
marketings ■before ' the  run  of  grass  cattle,.  Every  bit,  of  s evidence 
points, -to  the  ■ fact  that 'unless  the  lamb  crop  is  moved' through -'irfarket- 
ing  cha  nnols  during  the  next  30  days  it  will  run  headlong  into  ,the;x 
cattle  run.  Should, this  situation  develop  to  a moderate'  dogree,  <r.;, 
lamb  marketings  fob'  immediate  slaughter  would  como  to  a .complete  halt. 
The  20’- percent  gpod  and  choice  grades  vdll  present  no  problem.  The  •■ 
bottleneck  will  center  around  the  50  percent  commercial  grades  for 
slaughter  and  feeders.  If  the  bulk  of  these  commerciad  grades  finds- 
no  outlet  td  feedlots  in  the  mid-v/est,  they  are  more  than  likdly  to 
come ‘into' GO r^ctition  TA.ith  grass  cattle  for  slaughter  facilities*  . . 

The  lack  of  manpovrer  will  decide  the  maximum  slaughter  capacity,  and 
most  people  feel  that  cattle  vrill  got  the  slaughter  facilities  in 
preference  to  lambs,  once  the  consumer  has  had  his  fill  of  the  latter* 
Attempts  have  been  made  to  reduce  the  p.oints  on  lamb  for  a period  of 
6 weeks;  nevertheless,  it  is  still  inperative,  that  a goodly  number  of 
them  move  to  feedlots  in  the  mid-west.  The  move  would  insure  a sup- 
ply of  fat  lambs  for  consumers  in  other  parts  of  the  country,  and  it 
is  the  only  economic  procedure  ' to  foil ovr  in  connoqtion  with  the  con- 
servation program,  of  moat  supplies*  No  doubt  feeder  lambs  will  have 
to  move  at  prices  in  lino 'vrith  fee'd  costs  and  .supplies,  • NoVcrtholoss, 
whatever  bottlenecks  present  thcmsclyos  against  rjoving  more  lambs  to 
feed,  the  step  will  ha-\/c  to  bo  takeb*  . Othervase.,  .cattle  and'  lambs  . 
v/ill  glut  the  market  apd  -a . meat . famine  vrould  be  in  .■the' offing'  later  in 
the  summer  and  early  fall*" 
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Summarizing  the  grass  cattle  situation  in  California,  it  is  apparent 
that  the  shortage  of  feed  will  bo  the  main  factor  daring  the  remain- 
der of  1944  rather  than  price.  To  insure  an  adequate  supply  of  beef 
later  in  the  year,  at  least  200,000  head  of  grass  cattle  vail  have 
to  go  to  fccdlots  for  further  finishing.  To  accoirplish  this  feed- 
ing operation,  at  least  120,000  tons  of  concentrates  and  100,000 
tons  of  roughage  vdll  be  needed.  This  movement  to  fecdlots  will 
have  to  take  place  immediately j otherv^rise  many  small  producers  will 
begin  marketing,  v/hich  vdll  not  only  unnecessarily  depress  the  price 
for  slaughter  and  feeder  stock  but  glut  the  slaughter  facilities  as 
well.  Feodor  prices  vdll  cither  have  to  be  in  lino  vdth  feed  costs, 
or  the  operators  vdll  stay  out  of  the  market  until  the  price  is 
driven  down. 

Spring  lambs  follow  the  same  gonera.1  pattern,  with  the  exception 
that  they  have  temporarily  the  first  opportunity  for  slaughter 
facilities.  Corn  belt  feeders  are  av/arc  of  feed  conditions  and 
poor  finish  of  the  lambs,  and  have  taken  the  position  that  the 
California  producer  wall  bo  forced  to  sell  his  feeders  at  depressed 
prices,  ftirthermorc,  those  feeders  have  been  ad^dsed  by  corn  belt 
interests  to  pass  up  the  Northern  California  lambs  because  they  do 
not  feed  as  vroll  as  those  in  the  San  Joaquin  Valley.  If  these  lambs 
do  not  roceivo  any  attention  from  mid -western  buyers  most  of  them 
vdll  have  to  go  through  sla^ughter.  Despite  the  bearish  attitude  of 
these  buyers  at  this  time,  large  numbers  vaill  have  to  go  to  foedlots. 

Both  classes  of  livestock  will , therefore,  and  at  the  same  time  move 
to  the  slaughter  house  unless  immediate  steps  arc  taken  to  fill  the 
fccdlots.  There  are  no  cold  storage  facilities  to  build  up  an  in- 
ventory of  neat  products.  Slaughtering  capacity  at  the  moment  is 
predicated  upon  available  manpovfcr.  A drastic  reduction  or  suspen- 
sion of  points  vdll  not  solve  the  situation.  The  suspension  of 
points  on  beef,  for  example,  would  only  create  a feast  for  a few 
months  and  a famine  during  the  remainder  of  the  year.  The  vfhole 
situation  centers  around  a realistic  view  of  the  problem  on  the 
part  of  the  producer,  slaughterer,  and  feodlot  operator.  The 
present  short-sighted  approach  to  the  problem  will  only  further 
aggravate  an  already  critical  situation* 

Conclusion 

We  fool  that  this  roug;h  outline  of  the  problems  of  livestock  produc- 
tion and  meat  distribution  vdll  provide  you  v;ith  a vrorking  know- 
ledge to  cope  vdth  the  problems  thiat  come  to  the  surface  daily* 

Vdth  this  basic  material  a.nd  the  current  situation  at  the  present 
moment,  you  vdll  be  in  a better  position  to  furnish  us  vdth  accur- 
ate changes  that  arc  talcing  place.  Such  changes  va>uld  include, 
among  other  things,  the  condition  of  range  feed,  supply  of  dry  feed, 
condition  of  lambs  and  cattle,  feeder  prices,  movement  to  fccdlots, 
movement  of  feeders  to  other  States,  reduction  in  livestock  numbers, 
labor  in  slaughter  houses,  and  similar  economic  facts.  Mr.  T.C.  Perry 
is  responsible  for  the  excellent  job  of  developing  the  statistical 
material.  Mr.  Russell  Leake  and  the  other  members  of  the  Livestock 
and  Meats  Division  gave  material  assistance  to  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Dick  in 
preparing  the  outline  for  your  use. 
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